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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CAREY).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 1, 2023.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE
CAREY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

KEVIN MCCARTHY,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2023, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

RECOGNIZING CAREER AND
TECHNICAL EDUCATION MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today, on the first
day of February, to recognize Career
and Technical Education Month.

During this month, we highlight the
impact of CTE programs, programs
that can be referred to as learn-to-
earn. These programs are for learners
at all levels. We recognize the role of

CTE in supporting industry seeking to
fill positions in high-demand, high-
skill, and high-wage jobs and career
fields.

My appreciation for CTE came at a
very early age. My father, coming out
of the Navy, went through a CTE pro-
gram, which led him to a job as a tool
and die maker. Eventually, he decided
to start his own business, which be-
came quite successful.

As co-chair of the bipartisan House
Career and Technical Education Cau-
cus and a senior member of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force, I have always supported and will
continue to support CTE programs that
provide learners of all ages with ca-
reer-ready skills.

From agriculture to the arts, from
marketing to manufacturing, CTE pro-
grams work to develop America’s most
valuable resource: its people.

A one-size-fits-all approach to edu-
cation is not an effective way to pre-
pare students for the workforce. We are
doing students a great disservice when
we only promote what is considered a
traditional college experience.

CTE has established itself as a path
that many high-achieving students
choose in pursuit of industry certifi-
cation and hands-on skills that they
can use right out of high school, in
skill-based education programs, or in
college.

Mr. Speaker, CTE Month recognizes
the benefits of a skills-based education
and the valuable contributions CTE
students make to the American work-
force.

Congress recognized the importance
of CTE when we passed the Strength-
ening Career and Technical Education
for the 21st Century Act, which helps
to close the skills gap by modernizing
the Federal investment in CTE pro-
grams and connecting educators with
industry stakeholders. This bill was
later signed into law by President
Trump in 2018.

While this is a major milestone,
there is still much more work to be
done. That is why I will continue to
put forward commonsense pieces of leg-
islation that update and promote work-
force development throughout our Na-
tion.

These include: The Counseling for Ca-
reer Choice Act, which ensures that
high school students are made fully
aware of their career and educational
options prior to graduation, including
non-degree certificate programs, in-
ternships, apprenticeships, and 2-year
and 4-year degree programs.

There is also the Skills Investment
Act, which enhances tax advantaged
savings accounts for educational ex-
penses so American workers can use
the accounts to pay for skills-based
learning, career training, and work-
force development.

Lastly, the Cybersecurity Skills Inte-
gration Act, creates a $10 million pilot
program within the Department of
Education to award competitive grants
to education-employer partnerships for
the development, implementation,
and/or expansion of postsecondary CTE
programs that integrate cybersecurity
education into curricula preparing stu-
dents for careers in critical infrastruc-
ture sectors.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I encourage
my fellow colleagues to join my co-
chair, Ms. BoNAMICI of Oregon, and me
on the bipartisan House Career and
Technical Education Caucus as we
work to restore the rungs on the ladder
of opportunity for all.

————

CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY
MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. ADAMS) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to celebrate the first day of Black
History Month and to honor the
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Greensboro Four for exemplifying this
year’s Black History Month theme:
Black Resistance.

Black history is American history,
but it is important to remember that
this isn’t ancient history. The Greens-
boro Four, also known as the A&T
Four, sparked the sit-in movement in
1960, just 63 years ago today.

Think about that. Only six decades
ago, during my lifetime, Black Ameri-
cans in the South were forced to use
different water fountains, eat at sepa-
rate lunch counters, go to different
bathrooms, and, most of all, suffer the
indignity of second-class citizenship.

That is why on February 1, 1960, four
courageous Black students from North
Carolina Agricultural and Technical
College, my alma mater, Ezell Blair,
Jr., David Richmond, Franklin McCain,
and Joseph McNeil, sat down at a
Whites-only lunch counter and asked
to be served. In doing so, the Greens-
boro Four changed the United States
forever.

The sit-in movement spread to cities
across the South where Black resist-
ance against segregation, discrimina-
tion, and Jim Crow eventually led to
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 which out-
lawed segregation in public accom-
modations.

It is with great pride today that I
recognize the A&T Four and every
American who joined the sit-in move-
ment to protest the racism of the Jim
Crow South and eventually changed
public policy.

These protests against injustice led
to civil rights and voting rights for
Black Americans, as well as equal pro-
tection under the law.

Whether it was at that Woolworth’s
counter or on a bus in Montgomery or
in a jail cell in Birmingham or a bridge
in Selma, Alabama, or on the steps of
the Lincoln Memorial or a Baptist
Church in Atlanta or in a St. Louis,
Missouri, courthouse before the Civil
War or at a slave rebellion in South-
ampton County, Virginia, in the ante-
bellum South, Black resistance has

nourished and slowly but surely
worked to perfect American democ-
racy.

We, as a Nation, have a responsibility
to learn from our past and work dili-
gently to carry on the legacy of these
four men and all of our ancestors in the
movement by ensuring equal rights for
all of the people and protecting the
civil rights we all fought so hard to
win.

Black history is more important
than ever. If it wasn’t so important,
they wouldn’t try to stop us from
teaching it. Last month, Florida
schools announced they would not
teach an advanced placement course in
African-American history. The State of
Florida’s letter to the college board
claimed the course ‘‘lacks educational
value.” I disagree.

We can’t afford to remove critical
thinking from our curriculum. Our stu-
dents won’t understand American his-
tory without understanding African-
American history.
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Those who don’t understand history,
Mr. Speaker, are doomed to repeat it.
That is why this February, all Ameri-
cans must recommit to teaching Black
history in our homes, our schools, our
churches, on TV, on Twitter, and, yes,
even in the Halls of Congress.

We must be unified and unafraid to
say ‘‘Black’ and to teach our history
and heritage. Because if we don’t re-
member the Greensboro Four, Rosa
Parks, Martin Luther and Coretta
Scott King, John Lewis, Hattie
McDaniel, Frederick Douglass, Harriet
and Dred Scott, Nat Turner, Harriet
Tubman, and countless others, some-
day, somewhere, someone will have to
endure what they endured to win, yet
again, the rights and the respect they
fought for. That is why for me, every
month, Mr. Speaker, is Black History
Month.

———

REMEMBERING DEVIN WILLOCK
AND CHANDLER LeCROY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the tragic
passing of Devin Willock and Chandler
LeCroy of the University of Georgia.
Following the Georgia football na-
tional championship parade, Devin and
Chandler were in a tragic accident that
claimed their lives.

Devin played offensive line for the
Bulldogs and was a key part of their
national championship run this past
season. Devin will be remembered by
all as a kind soul that loved his family,
the game of football, and his team-
mates.

Chandler graduated from the Univer-
sity of Georgia in 2020 with a master’s
degree and then went on to work as a
recruiting analyst for the Bulldogs.
Members of the Georgia football staff
spoke about her passion for Georgia
athletics and how she always went
above and beyond in her work. Her
warm spirit and love for her beloved
Bulldogs will be remembered by all.

I know that I speak for the entire
First District, for the State of Georgia,
and for the Bulldog Nation when I say
that we will miss Devin and Chandler,
but I know that their legacy will live
on.

RECOGNIZING HINESVILLE, GEORGIA

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Hinesville,
Georgia, for being a great place to live,
work, and raise a family.

Recently, Hinesville was erroneously
named as one of the most miserable
places to live in all of the State of
Georgia. Nothing could be further from
the truth. In fact, Hinesville is not
only one of the best cities in the First
District of Georgia, but it is arguably
one of the best cities in all of the
State.

Hinesville is one of the fastest grow-
ing cities in all of southeast Georgia. It
is home to Fort Stewart and the 3rd In-
fantry Division, the largest Army in-
stallation east of the Mississippi River.
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Across the city, Spanish moss grace-
fully drapes from the magnificent oak
trees. There is a farmers market every
Thursday and countless festivals
throughout the year.

Hinesville is a wonderful community,
full of southern hospitality and a re-
laxed way of life. The only thing miser-
able about this city are the attitudes of
people who won’t give it a fair shake. I
am proud of Hinesville. It is a great
city.

HONORING COACH PAUL JOHNSON

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the legendary
college football coach Paul Johnson for
his induction into the College Football
Hall of Fame.

Utilizing his patented spread offense,
Johnson compiled a career record of
189-99 in 22 seasons. In 11 seasons at
Georgia Tech, he had a record of 82-60.
His 82 wins are fourth-most in Tech
history.

Johnson is responsible for two 10-win
seasons and one 11-win season at Tech.
He led the Jackets to nine bowl appear-
ances and three Atlantic Coast Con-
ference Championship games. Johnson
received ACC Coach of the Year honors
three times in his career and National
Coach of the Year honors twice.

When he stepped down at Tech at the
end of the 2018 season, his 189 career
victories ranked fourth among NCAA
Division I FBS head coaches.

While I may be a Georgia Bulldog, 1
want to congratulate Coach Johnson
for his legendary career and his induc-
tion into the College Football Hall of
Fame.

RECOGNIZING OLYMPIA CAFE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Olympia
Cafe located in Savannah, Georgia.

The Olympia Cafe has been ranked in
the top 10 percent of restaurants world-
wide by a popular online travel com-
pany. Owner Nick Pappas started the
restaurant in Savannah over 30 years
ago. Before opening in the city, he had
been told numerous times that Savan-
nah was not the best place to open a
cafe. However, those people were
wrong. Pappas has found the perfect lo-
cation.

Olympia Cafe regularly hosts famous
movie celebrities and worldwide trav-
elers. He is proud of the restaurant’s
award because it relies on customer re-
views, which reflects the cafe’s hard
work.

I would like to congratulate Pappas
and everyone at the Olympia Cafe for
winning this wonderful award.

——
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CENTRAL HUDSON OVERCHARGING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RYAN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to bring voice to my constituents who
have been screwed over and ripped off
by our utility company, Central Hud-
son.
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My colleagues here may never have
heard of Central Hudson, but the peo-
ple of the Hudson Valley know them all
too well.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today for the
farmer in Ulster Park, New York, who
received such a massive utility bill,
$16,585, 17 times her normal bill, that
she actually contemplated suicide. She
described the debt, which put her at
risk of losing her family farm, as a
guillotine hanging over her head.

I rise for the single mother in King-
ston who told me she is afraid to cook
for her four kids because turning on
the stove means facing a gigantic gas
bill.

For the mayor of our city of New-
burgh, who received a bill of $708,000 for
a single month of electricity at his
three-bedroom family home; for senior
citizens on a fixed income who had
their entire checking accounts wiped
out by an autopay withdrawal.

I could tell hundreds more of these
stories and still not scratch the surface
of this incredible corporate ineptitude.

Mr. Speaker, we rely on our public
utilities for a necessary service. They
exist for the public good. They are
built on a foundation of public trust.

Central Hudson, and its CEO, Mr.
Charles Freni, have irrevocably broken
this trust. Since my calls for an inves-
tigation into Central Hudson’s disas-
trous billing practices almost a year
ago, we have received more than 11,000
formal complaints. A New York State
Department of Public Service report
revealed Central Hudson’s billing sys-
tem was riddled with hundreds of pro-
gramming errors, leading to nearly
5,000 customers not receiving their
bills, 8,000 customers overcharged, and
more than 30,000 customers whose
autopay was billed incorrectly, costing
them over $16 million.

I want to be clear. I do not fault the
hardworking employees of Central
Hudson. They begged for additional
training. They suggested improve-
ments to this system. They worked
hours and hours of overtime. They
wanted to do the right thing for the
people of the Hudson Valley, but Cen-
tral Hudson and its CEO clearly did
not.

Just 2 weeks ago in response to this
devastating Public Service Commission
report documenting their systemic
failures, Central Hudson doubled-down
on their deflection, their denial, and
their deception. Rather than taking
ownership of their failures, they
claimed that no customers were over-
charged and that nobody lost any
money.

Give me a break.

Central Hudson’s leadership delib-
erately chose to sweep these problems
under the rug. Why?

Because now owned by a multibil-
lion-dollar and multinational corpora-
tion, they chose to put profits over
people. At the same time as cus-
tomers’—my constituents’—bills were
skyrocketing and bank accounts were
literally being emptied out, their reve-
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nues were up over 30 percent and their
profits—surprise, surprise—they are
up, too.

Central Hudson has had opportunity
after opportunity to own their mis-
takes and take accountability, but
time and again they have failed to do
S0.

Mr. Speaker, there is simply no ex-
cuse for this. At a time when our fami-
lies are facing tremendous economic
pressure, the last thing they need to
worry about is their bank accounts
being emptied out just because they
tried to power their home.

Because of these failures and because
of Central Hudson’s continued unwill-
ingness to take accountability, today I
am calling on Central Hudson’s CEO,
Mr. Charles Freni, to do the right thing
for our community and to resign.

We need a new leader who will come
in, improve service, finally fix these
systemic problems, and start the crit-
ical work to rebuild trust with our
community. That is what the people of
the Hudson Valley deserve.

———
DOCTORS KNOW BEST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. McCCORMICK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I
want to address the Freedom for
Healthcare Workers Act that has been
submitted and we will soon vote on.

As an ER physician who has treated
thousands of patients, who has been ex-
posed to COVID thousands of times,
and watched nurses and midlevels and
healthcare workers of all kinds com-
plain about the government’s involve-
ment in healthcare, I wanted to ad-
dress this topic.

I believe I am the only Congressman
who has actually been an ER doctor in
the pandemic. My last shift was De-
cember 28. I intubated a patient and
saw three critical patients. Several of
them had COVID. Nobody was admitted
for COVID, though.

Back to the point, though. During
this pandemic we started off with no
vaccination. Meanwhile, most of us
were exposed regardless of what PPE
we had, and it was limited at times to
people who had fevers, who had symp-
toms even before we knew what COVID
was. A lot of us got sick and developed
immunity naturally.

Then the government stepped in. Al-
though well-meaning, a lot of times
government officials think they have
the answer to everything, including
things they really don’t know about.
What they will do is cherry-pick the
experts that agree with them to say
this is what experts believe, and that is
why all healthcare professionals should
believe this also. That is not how we
make progress in medicine. As a mat-
ter of fact, it stifles innovation and
progress.

At one time we had a President,
President Garfield, who was shot, and
it was poor practice in medicine where
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doctors probed his wound and made
him septic that caused him to die.
There was a dissenting opinion by Dr.
Lister—you may have heard of
Listerine—who believed in antiseptic
but he was scoffed at and belittled be-
cause he was the outlying person.
Imagine where we would be if govern-
ment stepped in and said: Our experts
said you don’t need to wash your hands
before you probe wounds. We would
still be in the Dark Ages of medicine.

I beg the government to stay out of
the way of healthcare progress. To stay
out of the debate of healthcare profes-
sionals because, quite frankly, very few
people in Congress understand medi-
cine the way healthcare professionals
do. They haven’t been to medical
school, and even those who have, they
haven’t been in medicine for a long
time. Quite frankly, the Doctors Cau-
cus is seldom relied on for healthcare
policy, which is a shame.

If you haven’t been to medical
school, if you haven’t taken your
boards, if you haven’t been through a
residency, if you haven’t seen tens of
thousands of patients, you shouldn’t be
telling doctors who have a dissenting
opinion what to do.

There is no standard of care based on
government. It is based on physicians
having a good decision, trying different
things, and finding out what works.
That is how medicine has progressed in
America; far beyond any limitations
that we have in foreign counties.

We are the leaders of innovation and
healthcare. We should consider our
healthcare professionals when we make
decisions and not consider government
first when it comes to standard of care.

If you want to require healthcare
professionals to have a vaccination,
why do you think the government un-
derstands that requirement better than
the very healthcare professional who
not only treats this but was exposed to
it, who has natural immunities, and
who understands the side effects; not
only of the disease but of the vaccina-
tion.

Once again, I submit to you that it is
time to let healthcare professionals
make their own decisions, especially
when it comes to their own lives. They
are the ones that put their lives on the
line during the pandemic. They are the
ones that treated the sick patients.
They are the ones that know best
whether a vaccination will benefit
them or harm them, not a government.

I must also remind you that our Con-
stitution is based on individual rights,
not on a collective governance by poli-
ticians telling people what to do in
things they don’t know about.

Mr. Speaker, I hope we support the
Freedom for Healthcare Workers Act.

———

RECOGNIZING THE LIFETIME
ACHIEVEMENTS OF ANGELO K.
TSAKOPOULOS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERA) for 5 minutes.
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Ms. BERA. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to recognize the lifetime achievements
of Angelo K. Tsakopoulos.

Mr. Tsakopoulos’ story is a story of
the American Dream. Angelo immi-
grated to the United States from
Greece at the age of 15. He worked
hard. He didn’t have a whole lot but
went into the real estate business to
help pay for his education at California
State University, Sacramento. He built
a real estate company.

Angelo helped shape Sacramento
over his life. The Sacramento Bee has
identified Mr. Tsakopoulos potentially
as the most influential Sacramentan
since John Sutter. His contributions,
not just to our community but to phi-
lanthropy, to education, and to the
arts are outstanding.

Mr. Tsakopoulos also never forgot his
roots in Greece. This Monday he will
receive lifetime recognition for his
service to Hellenism. He established
multiple foundations and organizations
to celebrate the values and the culture
of his homeland.

He also, through his family, con-
tinues to do public service through his
daughter Eleni who is our Lieutenant
Governor in California. On Monday,
February 6, all of us in Sacramento,
the United States, and all Greek Amer-
icans recognize the contributions of
Angelo Tsakopoulos and his family;
contributions to preserving Greek cul-
ture.

BLACK HISTORY MONTH

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on the first day of Black History
Month to recognize the importance of
studying African-American history and
Black history in the United States.

It is incredibly important for us to
recognize Black history and teach it
not only to our young students from el-
ementary school to middle school to
high school, but to all Americans. We
have to understand the good and the
bad. We have to understand the legacy
of slavery, Jim Crow, and mass incar-
ceration.

We need to understand—as I stand
her on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives in the United States Cap-
itol, a beacon of democracy and free-
dom—that this is a building that was
built by enslaved people. It is impor-
tant for us to understand that because
we need to recognize that and get bet-
ter at teaching that to future genera-
tions of Americans.

We also need to recognize the accom-
plishments of a few individuals: the
moral character of our former col-
league, John Lewis, who really was the
moral backbone of this institution; the
first President that I served under,
Barack Obama, the accomplishments,
not just as President but as a great
human being, father, and husband; my
close friend, the first female Vice
President, the first African-American
Vice President, the first Asian-Amer-
ican Vice President, Vice President
KAMALA HARRIS who is a role model for
my daughter and future women across
the spectrum in the United States; and
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our good friend, the minority leader of

the Democratic Party, HAKEEM
JEFFRIES, someone who we are all
proud of.

Let’s understand African-American
history. Let’s teach it. Let’s not try to
erase the parts that we don’t want to
teach. If we don’t teach Black history,
we will be condemned to repeat some of
those mistakes. We need to learn from
the past, and we need to get better.
Let’s teach it to all of our students.

HONORING KEN COOLEY

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Assemblyman Ken Cooley for
his decades of service to Sacramento
County and the State of California.

Ken served in the California State
Assembly for 10 years representing the
Eighth Assembly District, which cov-
ered the eastern half of Sacramento
County.

Assemblyman Cooley started his pub-
lic service career in Sacramento as the
chief of staff to the State assembly-
man, and later as chief counsel to the
Assembly Finance and Insurance Com-
mittee.

He was elected to the Rancho Cor-
dova’s first city council in 2002 and
twice served as mayor to Rancho Cor-
dova. Ken was a constant presence and
continues to be a constant presence
throughout our community.

I have had the privilege to go to
many events with Ken, and he is a
close friend. He is an Eagle Scout, as
well, and his commitment to Scouting
helped recognize youth achievement
through the Boy Scouts of America.

The City of Rancho Cordova and all
of us in Sacramento County are better
off thanks to his hard work and deter-
mination, and I wish him all the best
in the next chapter of his life.

———

AMERICANS HAVE THE FUNDA-
MENTAL RIGHT TO KEEP AND
BEAR ARMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. MILLER) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, Americans have a fundamental
right to keep and bear arms that shall
not be infringed.

The unelected bureaucrats at the
ATF do not have the constitutional au-
thority to ban guns and violate the
Second Amendment rights of American
citizens.

I am proud to join my colleagues to
fight to block Joe Biden’s pistol brace
gun ban and also to fight to defund the
ATF.
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In Illinois, Governor Pritzker signed
an unconstitutional gun ban that vio-
lates the Second Amendment rights of
my constituents. Joe Biden and J.B.
Pritzker’s policies released dangerous
criminals and defund the police, and
then they want to take our Second
Amendment right to defend ourselves.

I am a proud member of the House
Freedom Caucus and the House Second
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Amendment Caucus. We are united in
our opposition to these unconstitu-
tional attacks on the rights of the
American people.

Mr. Speaker, I will always stand for
our constitutional rights and protect
our Second Amendment rights in Con-
gress.

———

PROTECTING SOCIAL SECURITY
AND MEDICARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, Social
Security coverage is an earned benefit.
In January, Social Security bene-
ficiaries began to see an 8.7 percent
cost-of-living increase, the largest
since 1981. This COLA covers retirees
as well as workers who become disabled
and surviving children under age 18
whose working parents died.

For nearly a century, America has
honored the sacred insurance promise
intergenerationally. Those who work
throughout their lives will benefit from
the fruits of their labor.

Yes, this historic cost-of-living ad-
justment will help Americans manage
their cost of living to pay bills and put
food on the table. In addition, millions
of Medicare users will now only pay $35
per month for insulin. This cost sav-
ings will benefit hundreds of thousands
of Ohioans.

The Social Security COLA along with
affordable insulin are being cham-
pioned by congressional Democrats. We
know the foundation of financial sta-
bility for over 66 million retired Ameri-
cans is their earned social insurance
benefits. Respecting their lives and
their work, Democrats will always
honor Social Security and vote to pro-
tect it and to strengthen Medicare.

FUND NEW GREAT LAKES AUTHORITY

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to also call upon President Biden
to fund the new Great Lakes Authority
in the administration’s fiscal year 2024
budget request.

With support from our Great Lakes
colleagues, the Great Lakes Authority
was authorized in the fiscal year 2023
omnibus appropriations bill and signed
into law on January 2, 2023.

Across America, regional develop-
ment instrumentalities like this have
existed for decades. Until now, the
Great Lakes region was the one major
region left out of our Nation’s toolkit
for regional cooperation, reinvestment,
and revitalization.

Launched initially with Federal re-
sources to drive economic and environ-
mental recovery, this authority now
exists and aims to become self-suffi-
cient sooner rather than later. This
new year brings new opportunities for
public-private partnerships across our
Great Lakes region for investment and
revitalization.

The Great Lakes Authority will har-
ness the region’s strengths, which in-
clude stewardship of the largest body
of freshwater on the continent and on
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Earth. Our region is home to America’s
industrial and agricultural strength.
We have hardworking men and women
who manufacture the majority of auto-
mobiles and trucks this Nation manu-
factures, as well as, of course, farmers
in our agricultural heartland who feed
us all. We have these massive produc-
tion assets in this region.

Finally, the wealth of the region has
allowed for an array of educational and
corporate institutions, as well, which
now can be mobilized together to
reboot and repurpose the region’s re-
covery from massive job outsourcing
and, frankly, outright neglect that has
damaged its potential for far too long.

Investing to strengthen the Great
Lakes heartland will usher in a new era
for our communities. It is time to fund
the Great Lakes Authority to be the
key economic development engine that
becomes self-supporting through pub-
lic-private partnerships that make a
lasting impact.

Onward Great Lakes Authority.

There is no time like the present to
launch a stronger and more hopeful fu-
ture for every community across our
precious region.

————

PROTECTING WOMEN’S AND GIRLS’
SPORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. TENNEY) for 5 minutes.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, sports
and athletic competitions provide es-
sential opportunities for women to
thrive at every stage of their life, as
children in youth sports and as teens in
high school and in college, in order to
live a healthy and productive life.

As a former competitive athlete, an
equestrian, a basketball player, a golf-
er, and, yes, the teenage curling cham-
pion of 1975 in my hometown, I know
the unparalleled opportunities that
sports offer to women and girls.

Competitive sports give women a
chance to learn new skills, to develop
lifelong friendships, and to challenge
themselves to compete at the highest
levels. Title IX and the banning of dis-
crimination against women in sports
made so much of this possible for me
and countless other women.

Today, these opportunities are under
threat. Joe Biden’s Department of Edu-
cation and State agencies across the
Nation are allowing, even encouraging,
biological men to participate in wom-
en’s sports. This is fundamentally un-
fair. It deprives women and girls of
what so many of us fought for decades
to achieve: equal opportunity to train,
to compete, and to excel in athletics.

We witnessed this past year, during
the NCAA women’s swimming cham-
pionship, a phenomenal female athlete
robbed of her title by a biological male.
This is not an isolated incident. The
tragedy is playing out in countless
other sports and athletic Ileagues
across our Nation.

Today, we take a stand, with compas-
sion for all, in defense of women’s
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sports to stop this dangerous prece-
dent.

I am honored to be joined by an
amazing group of outstanding women
athletes who are in our Chamber today
and are courageously standing up for
women in all sports across our Nation
and all women athletes.

This is why I am so honored to co-
sponsor Representative GREG STEUBE’S
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act and to announce its intro-
duction today in honor of National
Women and Girls in Sports Day.

Mr. Speaker, I have here the legisla-
tion. This bill will make it a violation
of Title IX for biological men to com-
pete in sports designated for women or
girls. Further, it sensibly defines sex
based on one’s biological designation at
birth.

This bill isn’t just anti-woke. It is ac-
tually pro-science. This bill will pro-
tect opportunities for women and girls
to compete fairly on the athletic field
and in life without interference from
woke agencies or politicians who are
making up definitions of sex and gen-
der as they go, all to fit toxic political
agendas and ideologies.

Women have fought hard over the
years for equality of opportunity, and
it is essential that we protect these op-
portunities we cherish today for gen-
erations of women and girls to come.

The Republican majority has pledged
to protect women’s sports, and today,
we are delivering on that promise with
Congressman STEUBE’s bill.

Mr. Speaker, I shall introduce Mr.
STEUBE’s bill today.

———

HOUSE REPUBLICAN ECONOMIC
SCHEME HURTS WORKING FAMI-
LIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT) for 5
minutes.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, the
work of Congress, and particularly the
House of Representatives, is to advance
the well-being, security, and economic
growth of the American people.

Let me define for you, Mr. Speaker,
who the American people are. For all of
us as Members of Congress, that looks
very different.

For me in my district, it means the
young entrepreneur who is eager and
excited about starting a new business,
a startup company.

It is the middle-aged couple who have
government jobs and who have worked
diligently, scrimped and saved to buy a
home, and are now looking for financ-
ing and support to send their children
to college.

It is the veteran who has served this
country and now has to navigate
through the bureaucracy of the Federal
Government to get those rights and
privileges that, having served this
country, he or she deserves.

It is the senior citizen and the retiree
who are always watching their budget
to make sure that they have enough to

H585

meet all of their bills and somehow get
by.

Those are the people and the families
whom I fight for. I know that, on my
side of the aisle, those workers, par-
ents, seniors, and young people are
whom we, as Democrats, are fighting
for. While we may come from different
families with different standings, be-
liefs, and statuses, that is whom we all
should be working for in this Chamber.

Presently, however, the House Re-
publican economic scheme will only
hurt working American families, whom
we say we are here to support. As Con-
gress, as the House of Representatives
of the people, we must, in partnership
with the President, continue to enact
legislation to protect the financial se-
curity of American working families.

That is why I am directly calling on
my colleagues, the Republican Con-
ference members, to begin the work of
legislating for the American people—
the majority of Americans, not the
performative politics required by an
extreme social media fringe—with leg-
islation to help work out the best pos-
sibilities to solve the growing chal-
lenges that our families, the American
people, face every day.

The current Republican-led plan to
cut taxes in favor of the wealthy does
not help lower- and middle-income
families. Instead, it increases our na-
tional deficit and makes inflation
worse.

The dismantling of Social Security
will be devastating to retirees, who
have paid into that system and believe
that it is something that they are
going to have to live out their best
days yet.

Likewise, allowing for prescription
drug prices and health insurance pre-
miums to rise while simultaneously al-
lowing for an increasing energy bill
and student loan payments only make
it harder for families to financially
stay afloat and take care of their
health.

In the last Congress, the 117th Con-
gress, President Biden and House
Democrats forged extraordinary
progress, working in a bipartisan man-
ner in the other Chamber, for Amer-
ican working families with many con-
sequential new laws.

They include the American Rescue
Plan, which Kkick-started the fastest
and strongest jobs recovery in modern
times, creating more than 10 million
jobs in just 2 years; the infrastructure
law, which put Americans back to
work while simultaneously rebuilding
our roads, bridges, ports, and water
systems; the Bipartisan Safer Commu-
nities Act, which deploys stronger
tools to keep guns out of dangerous
hands; the PACT Act, which ensures
that veterans who are exposed to toxic
chemicals while protecting our Nation
can access the healthcare services they
need; the CHIPS and Science Act,
which will power American pre-
eminence in science, innovation, and
manufacturing, strengthen our na-
tional security, and bring jobs back to
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America for decades to come; and the
Inflation Reduction Act, which slashed
prescription drug costs and lowered
healthcare premiums, delivering the
most consequential climate action in
history and reducing the Federal def-
icit.

All of this progress can continue if
we continue to work to legislate and
not to perform for cameras and social
media. To work for the American peo-
ple is incumbent on us all—Democrats,
Republicans, all of us—to work to-
gether to protect the health, security,
and freedom of American families.

——
ANTI-SEMITISM: NEVER AGAIN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. Lois FRANKEL) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, let me, just for a start, say
that hatred and discrimination against
any marginalized community are
wrong, whether it be an ethnic minor-
ity, LGBT, a person with a disability,
and women and girls.

Today, I want to focus on something
that is personal to me.

My family was blessed. My grand-
father came over to this country from
Poland just before the rise of Hitler,
and he saved his brothers and sisters by
bringing them over. Too many people
were not so blessed.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today and start
my comments by saying, ‘‘never
again,” as I address the growing con-
cern of anti-Semitism in my home
State of Florida and across the coun-
try.
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This rise in anti-Semitism is deeply
concerning, particularly given the les-
sons of the Holocaust, where we lost 6
million Jews and millions of others
who were murdered by the Nazis in one
of the worst human atrocities in the
history of the world. These were pre-
cious lives who were tortured, gassed,
shot, and treated as less than human.

It is terrifying that we find ourselves
today having to defend the fact that it
even happened. So we say ‘‘never
again” to remind the world that we
just didn’t wake up one moment to gas
chambers and genocide; it was a slow
and deliberate effort, dehumanizing
Jews and others, fomenting fear and
normalizing extremism and prejudice.

Today, Holocaust denial and anti-
Semitism is on the rise. Incidents of
anti-Semitism reported—and this is
just reported—to the Anti-Defamation
League have risen by 34 percent in
their last report. There were over 2,700
incidents that were reported in a year:
Harassment, assaults, Molotov cock-
tails thrown at synagogues, defacing
Jewish cemeteries, I could go on and
on. The point is, it is clear that anti-
Semitism is real.

In my own community in Palm
Beach County, which is home to tens of
thousands of Jews, this past January
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there were Nazi symbols projected on
buildings and hundreds and hundreds of
anti-Semitic flyers thrown into the
yards of people.

Mr. Speaker, I say what should we
do? What must we do?

Combating anti-Semitism is every-
one’s responsibility. There is some-
thing for all of us to do to promote a
more inclusive and respectful society.

Let me just give a to-do list. It is not
necessarily inclusive, but some things
that we should all take to heart.

Believe it or not, a significant num-
ber of our young people don’t have any
understanding of the Holocaust; and so,
of course, education and awareness
about the Holocaust and the history of
anti-Semitism and the harm it causes,
education is something that is very im-
portant.

All of us must speak out and con-
demn anti-Semitism wherever and
whenever it occurs, whether it is using
your voice, your Facebook page, your
Twitter, writing letters to the editor.
If you see something, you must say
something.

We should be working with our great
partners across different sectors and
levels of government to combat anti-
Semitism and protect our Jewish com-
munities, partners like the ADL, the
American Jewish Committee, and
many others.

We have to keep our houses of wor-
ship safe, not just synagogues, but
churches and mosques. People must be
free in this country to go to a house of
worship and feel safe.

We must support the laws and poli-
cies that protect people and commu-
nities from discrimination, extremism,
hate crimes, and improve hate crime
reporting and prosecuting hate crimes.

Mr. Speaker, let me just refer to a
magnificent hero in my community,
Ben Ferencz, the last living Nuremberg
prosecutor, who tells us that creating a
world of tolerance and compassion
would be a long and arduous task, a
task we must all take up in words and
actions.

Mr. Speaker, we must build bridges be-
tween different communities through dialogues
and collaborations that can help to reduce
prejudice and foster mutual respect, and it
means standing against hatred aimed at other
often marginalized groups.

And we must protect the safety and security
of Israel, the homeland of 46 percent of the
world’s Jews.

As | conclude my remarks, | want to high-
light the story of Ben Ferencz, a magnificent
hero from my community.

Ben, who at 103 years old, is the last living
Nuremberg prosecutor and was recently be-
stowed the Congress’ highest honor, a Con-
gressional Gold Medal.

As World War |l engulfed Europe, after
graduating from law school, Ben enlisted in
the U.S. Army.

He was transferred to a unit responsible for
gathering evidence of Nazi war crimes.

He later took that evidence to the chief Nur-
emberg prosecutor, and at 27 years old, Ben
was appointed the lead prosecutor of the big-
gest murder trial in the history of the world
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where he convicted 22 Nazi leaders for their
roles in the deaths of over 1 million people.

Ben went on to spend his life pursuing
peace and justice.

————
CLOSE THE LOOPHOLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK)
for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to call on the
Biden administration to close the dis-
posable e-cigarette loophole. I com-
mend this administration’s work to
curtail youth e-cigarette use. Youth
usage of cigarettes and vaping is at a
historic low, but the FDA’s guidance
issued by the previous administration
in January 2020 that prohibits flavored
e-cigarettes does not apply to any of
the disposable e-cigarette products cur-
rently on the market.

It is important to note that non-
disposable products with cartridge in-
serts are already banned by the FDA,
but the loophole on disposable e-ciga-
rettes has allowed a surge in youth
usage, according to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control 2022 National Youth To-
bacco Study. The study shows that
usage is up by 2,000 percent since 2019.

It is a dangerous oversight that can
easily be fixed by closing the Trump-
era loophole. Disposable e-cigarettes
are single use. They are not meant to
be refilled or recharged.

Right now, in smoke shops and cor-
ner stores around the country, you
might see dozens of disposable e-ciga-
rette products in flavors like iced apple
mango, strawberry, pineapple, and even
lemonade. These products are sleek, af-
fordable, pocket-sized, and highly ac-
cessible to our youth.

The President can take immediate
action by closing this Trump-era loop-
hole. The future and safety of Amer-
ican youth depends on this.

REJECTING AFRICAN-AMERICAN HISTORY IS

WRONG

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, last week Florida Governor
Ron DeSantis’ administration blocked
a new advanced placement African-
American history course from being
taught in Florida high schools, arguing
that the course violates State law and
is historically inaccurate.

The DeSantis administration’s rejec-
tion of the AP course is unfathomable,
unsound, and unacceptable. Instead of
improving and expanding on the qual-
ity of education for Florida high school
students, this administration’s ex-
treme agenda aims to roll back the
clock by denying its students the right
to explore the painful, complex, and
rich history of African Americans in
our country.

The rejection of this course is an at-
tempt to erase from our memory the
truth about how hate and bigotry has
destroyed our Nation’s moral fabric
and ushered in one of the darkest mo-
ments of United States history.

Governor Ron DeSantis claimed that
he wants to protect students from
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“woke indoctrination,” but what he
really wants to do is to deny the truth
by making bigoted relics and policies
more digestible for future generations.

It is only when we acknowledge and
learn from our past that we can em-
brace the present and confidently
shape our future.

This blatant attack on the impor-
tance and value of African-American
history and culture fails to move our
States and our country forward. It is
these theatrics and schemes by the
GOP that cripple our Nation’s growth
and exemplify a poor reflection of who
we are as a nation.

America’s diversity is, in fact, its
greatest strength, and every culture
has to be respected and celebrated.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 53
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Intercede in our lives, O Lord, even
as we offer prayers of intercession for
others. While we offer our petitions and
thanksgiving for our leaders and all
who are in authority, with our voices
we also pray for those who have no
voice, for those who have no hope, and
for those who don’t know how or what
to pray in the moments they are now
enduring.

Hear our prayers for the individuals
we know and name in our hearts who
are grieving loss or suffering illness.
For too many who are mute with pain
and despair, may the prayers from our
lips reach You on their behalf.

Hear our prayers for our commu-
nities and our country who are frac-
tured by the tragedies of violence in all
its forms. For the many cities and
neighborhoods disrupted with animos-
ity and distrust, may the prayers we
offer together in this place bring forth
a comity to be found only in You.

Hear our prayers for the war-torn
countries around the world and for
their citizens who suffer from abuses of
power, the deprivation of religious lib-
erties, and the brutal oppression of
human rights. For these who are pro-
hibited from praying, may our prayers
be louder and stronger than the adver-
sary who seeks to silence them.

You alone are sovereign, O God. May
our faith be found righteous before You
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that our prayers would be powerful and
effective on behalf of Your people.

In the strength of Your name we
pray.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the Cham-
ber the approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the
Journal of the last day’s proceedings is
approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———

CONGRATULATING PENN STATE
UNIVERSITY’S WORLD CAMPUS

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late Penn State University’s World
Campus on 25 years of online learning.

In 1998, Penn State World Campus
launched its first online courses. Since
then, those initial courses have ex-
panded to more than 175 degrees and
certificate programs, and almost 34,000
students have graduated with a Penn
State degree they earned online.

Through the past 25 years, the lead-
ership of World Campus has remained
dedicated to helping students to reach
their goals. The creation of World Cam-
pus allows students to find success in a
flexible way. Students who wanted a
Penn State degree but could not go to
a campus have access to an extensive
selection of associate, bachelor’s, and
master’s degree programs.

In fact, Penn State World Campus is
ranked number five on Military Times
“Best for Vets” list and named
“Guard-Friendly” by the Pennsylvania
National Guard Associations.

Mr. Speaker, as a proud Penn State
alumnus, the World Campus gives stu-
dents of all backgrounds and ages the
ability to be able to find success and
join the extensive Penn State commu-
nity.

Congratulations, Penn State World
Campus, we can’t wait to see what the
next 25 years have in store.
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We are.
——
RAISING THE NATION’S DEBT
CEILING

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about what has been and
should always be a bipartisan issue,
raising our Nation’s debt ceiling.

Raising America’s debt ceiling en-
sures we do not default on our financial
obligations to those we have borrowed
from and prevents economic catas-
trophe in the process. Don’t take my
word for it.

Listen to American businesses,
economists, and financial institutions
who know the drastic consequences a
debt default would have for the U.S.
economy and working Americans.

The business roundtable, which rep-
resents the CEOs of some of the Na-
tion’s largest companies, has said
about raising the debt limit: ‘“‘Failure
to lift the Federal debt limit to meet
U.S. obligations would produce an oth-
erwise avoidable crisis and pose an un-
acceptable risk to the Nation’s eco-
nomic growth, job creation and finan-
cial markets.”

If you don’t want to take their word
for it, I recommend heeding these
words:

““The full consequences of a default—
or even the serious prospect of a de-
fault—by the United States are impos-
sible to predict and awesome to con-
template.”” Those are the words of
President Ronald Reagan.

——————

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION’S PR
STUNT TO TOUR SMALL BUSI-
NESS ACCOMPLISHMENTS

(Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, this week, the Vice President trav-
eled to North Carolina to tout the
Biden administration’s so-called ac-
complishments in helping our Nation’s
small businesses.

Well, the American people can see
through the Vice President’s PR stunt
and know sky-high inflation, worker
shortages, and supply chain disruptions
are nothing to celebrate.

I have been a small business owner
for 52 years and still am, and I know
these economic headwinds job creators
are facing firsthand.

The reality is small businesses are
worse off due to this administration’s
disastrous policies and out-of-control
Washington spending.

As the chairman of the Small Busi-
nesses Committee, I welcome anyone
who wants to celebrate entrepreneur-
ship and recognize our great small
businesses.

However, no amount of media events
will change the dire reality Main
Street continues to experience under
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this administration’s 2-year crackdown
on job creators.

More needs to be done to unleash the
full potential of Main Street, and the
direction must change before anyone
goes on a victory lap or asks for a tro-
phy.

In God We Trust.

—————

BLACK HISTORY MONTH

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today, the first day of Black History
Month to honor Black history as Amer-
ican history.

Black history is about the sung and
unsung Black heroes and sheroes who
have contributed to our Nation’s
progress—from the Revolutionary War
to the fight against COVID and every-
thing in between.

Therefore, we say thank you to the
Black Americans who stand for justice,
for voting rights, for women’s rights,
for saving Black lives, for Dbetter
healthcare, climate reform, and edu-
cation. I believe whether it is teaching
AP Black history courses or standing
on this House floor—that when we ac-
knowledge the unique struggle of Black
Americans through history—we grow
closer to our Nation’s highest ideals.

Mr. Speaker, I hope everyone will
take time this month to learn and
truly understand Black history is
American history.

————

FENTANYL CRISIS

(Mrs. KIM of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
as we all know, deceptive drugs made
of fentanyl are killing young people
and destroying lives in southern Cali-
fornia and across our Nation at an
alarming rate.

In California, fentanyl is responsible
for one out of every five youth deaths.

The top source of fentanyl is the
U.S.-Mexico border, and last year, 60
percent of fentanyl found in 2022 was at
southern California ports of entry in
San Diego and Imperial counties near
my district.

The Orange County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment seized more than 400 pounds of
suspected fentanyl, and nearly 400,000
pills suspected to contain fentanyl dur-
ing the first 10 months in 2022.

I will keep fighting for solutions to
secure our border and prevent these
drugs from entering our schools,
streets, neighborhoods, and homes.

————

ADDICTION CRISIS IN EVERY
COMMUNITY

(Mr. PAPPAS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PAPPAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to address the addiction crisis
that continues to impact just about
every community and every family
across this country.

Many of us have lost neighbors,
friends, and loved ones. Despite signifi-
cant efforts at all levels of govern-
ment, recent statistics show the prob-
lem is worsening.

My hometown of Manchester saw a 22
percent increase in opioid-related
overdoses last year and a 41 percent in-
crease in opioid-related deaths. We
must do more to confront this crisis to
support those who are suffering from
substance use disorder and to stop the
trafficking of fentanyl and its ana-
logues.

These substances, which authorities
are now finding in nearly all illicit
drugs, have only made this crisis more
and more deadly.

That is why last week, alongside
Representatives DAN NEWHOUSE and
ToNY GONZALES, I reintroduced the
Save Americans from the Fentanyl
Emergency Act. Our bill would perma-
nently schedule all fentanyl-related
substances as Schedule I drugs. This
would ensure that law enforcement re-
tains an important tool to get these
deadly drugs off the streets and hold
traffickers accountable. It will help
save lives.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bipartisan legislation.

———

RECOGNIZING THE GREATER
OKLAHOMA CITY ASIAN CHAM-
BER OF COMMERCE

(Mrs. BICE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to celebrate the launch of the Greater
Oklahoma City Asian Chamber of Com-
merce, which will empower businesses
and support the economic growth of
the Asian community in Oklahoma.

The Asian community is one of the
fastest growing populations in the Na-
tion and in Oklahoma, with nearly
50,000 Asian residents and more than
5,300 businesses in the greater OKla-
homa City metro area, resulting in $203
million in payroll and $1.2 billion in
sales.

Clearly, the Asian community has
fostered great innovation and boosted
our local economy. I am proud to serve
such a vibrant community and am
grateful for their remarkable contribu-
tions to the district.

Thank you to the incredible leaders
and entrepreneurs who have created
this new chamber that will benefit the
community and beyond.

I am particularly grateful for the
leadership of Scarlet Le-Cao and her
vision in starting the Greater OKla-
homa City Asian American Chamber of
Commerce. Her leadership will be vital
for years to come.
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CELEBRATING THE 100TH
BIRTHDAY OF PAUL WOODS

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to celebrate the incred-
ible life and service of World War II
veteran Paul Woods.

Mr. Woods joined the United States
Army in 1941. During the war, he brave-
ly fought for America’s freedoms
abroad and racism at home.

Mr. Woods is known to say: ‘A bullet
knows no race, rank, or status. We
were all brothers on the battlefield.”

On February 20, Mr. Woods will cele-
brate his 100th birthday. It is my honor
to celebrate this American hero and to
thank him for his selfless service on be-
half of a grateful Nation.

——————

RECOGNIZING SHARON JOHNSON’S
35 YEARS OF SERVICE

(Mr. GUEST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Speaker, it is my
privilege to rise today to honor an in-
credible woman, my deputy chief of
staff, Sharon Johnson. Today marks
Sharon’s 35 years of service to Mis-
sissippi’s Third Congressional District.

Sharon was born and raised in Louis-
ville, Mississippi, and began her career
in Washington, D.C., under the leg-
endary G.V. Sonny Montgomery and
has served our district under all three
Members of Congress since: Congress-
man Chip Pickering, Congressman
Gregg Harper, and now I am blessed
that she has been a member of my
team since day one.

Over the past 35 years, Sharon has
proven to be a true asset to the people
of Mississippi’s Third Congressional
District. Her unwavering commitment
to service and community has earned
her the respect and admiration of those
who have had the privilege of working
with her.

Today, we honor Sharon and cele-
brate her service. I am hopeful that
Sharon’s record of public service will
inspire future generations of young
women to consider this important
work.

On behalf of Mississippi’s Third Con-
gressional District, I extend my sincere
thanks to Sharon Johnson for her 35
years of unwavering service.

——
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HONORING GREENSBORO FOUR

(Ms. MANNING asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, on this
day 63 years ago, four courageous
North Carolina A&T students, Frank-
lin McCain, Jibreel Khazan, Joseph
McNeil, and David Richmond, staged a
sit-in at the Whites-only lunch counter
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of the Woolworth Department Store in
Greensboro, North Carolina, after they
were refused service.

They came to be known as the
Greensboro Four. In the days to come,
their peaceful protest grew as they
were joined by students from Bennett
College and Dudley High School.

Their courageous actions inspired
over 700,000 people across the Nation to
participate in sit-ins, sparking a revo-
lution that moved our Nation forward
in the fight for civil rights.

Today, as we celebrate the first day
of Black History Month, we remember
their legacy, which is honored at the
International Civil Rights Center and
Museum that is in that very Wool-
worth’s building in Greensboro.

I am proud to co-lead a resolution
with Congresswoman ADAMS to encour-
age States to include the Greensboro
sit-ins in school curriculums.

——
HONORING JAN LENTZ

(Mr. PFLUGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a lifelong public serv-
ant and valuable member of the Texas-
11 team, Mrs. Jan Lentz.

For 7 years, Jan has devoted her time
and talents to our district as a con-
stituent services aide. She previously
served with the VA, West Texas Coun-
seling and Guidance, and many other
organizations and has led a veterans
support group for over 15 years, most of
this as a volunteer.

Jan’s impact on our community ex-
ceeds everything beyond words, and her
service has extended far beyond our
district. She has literally impacted
thousands of lives, veteran lives and
family member lives, and so many in
need in our community.

Over the years, Jan has secured
countless benefits for veterans and has
impacted thousands of veteran fami-
lies. Last year alone, she returned over
$100,000 in taxes back to constituents.

Jan is someone who we all wish we
could be.

As she moves into the next phase of
her life in retirement, we want Jan to
know that we are grateful for her serv-
ice. We are grateful for what she has
done for our community, veterans, and
S0 many people in need.

I say thank you to Jan from the bot-
tom of our hearts, from our team, our
district, and the State of Texas. We all
wish Jan good luck in retirement.

COMMENDING PENNSYLVANIA
HERO BENJAMIN STEIDINGER

(Ms. WILD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WILD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
as we approach the l-year anniversary
of the heroism of Benjamin Steidinger,
of Germansville, Pennsylvania.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

When Benjamin saw smoke coming
from a house across his street, he
didn’t just call 911. He climbed up a
ladder to the second story, knocked
out a window, and crawled across the
floor, where he rescued two women, a
baby, and a dog from the smoke and
flames.

Benjamin thought he might not
make it out of that house alive, but he
put his life at risk in sacrifice for oth-
ers. He is among the best of us.

Today, I commend Benjamin for rep-
resenting and living out the values of
our community: grit, determination,
and courage in the face of immense
challenges.

On behalf of Pennsylvania’s Seventh
District, we thank Benjamin for his
courage.

———

RECOGNIZING DEPUTY J.
BENEZETTE

(Mr. ALFORD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a great man, Deputy J.
Benezette from the Cass County Sher-
iff’s Office who recently received the
Life Saving Award.

Deputy Benezette was on his way
home from an extra duty assignment
at the sheriff’s office and heard a dis-
patch call. An incident had happened
nearby, and he answered that call for
service.

Deputy Benezette got on the scene,
where two motor vehicles were in-
volved in an accident. One vehicle was
completely overturned and had water
pouring into it. With two people
trapped inside and one struggling to
keep her head above water, Deputy
Benezette was able to quickly rescue
both of them, saving a life and pre-
venting a drowning.

His actions show dedication to duty
under the most extreme circumstances,
and he has been recognized with the
Life Saving Award by his department.

Deputy Benezette serves Cass County
and our Fourth District faithfully. He
is a hero for our community and will be
our guest at the State of the Union Ad-
dress next week.

Mr. Speaker, I thank him and every
member of our law enforcement com-
munity across America for the service
they do for us.

———

HOUSE REPUBLICANS RAISE
TAXES ON FAMILIES, CUT BENE-
FITS FOR SENIORS

(Ms. BROWNLEY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. BROWNLEY. Mr. Speaker, this
week marks the 83rd anniversary of the
first Social Security check being
issued. Since then, Democrats have
worked to protect and strengthen So-
cial Security, which has kept seniors
from poverty and helped ensure a se-
cure economic future for working
Americans.
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This year, Social Security bene-
ficiaries received an 8.7 percent cost-of-
living adjustment, the largest increase
in decades.

While 70 million Americans are bene-
fiting from this increase today, Repub-
licans are working hard to slash Social
Security and Medicare. To add further
insult to injury, the Republican eco-
nomic scheme includes a 30 percent
sales tax that will impact every Amer-
ican family.

Our children, our families, and our
seniors do not deserve to carry the
undue financial burden of Republican
tax breaks for large corporations and
billionaires.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle to realign
their priorities and start working for
the people.

——
FAILING DEMOCRATIC POLICIES

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, as a result of failing policies
by Biden and the Democrat-led Con-
gress, American families continue to
feel the impact of 40-year-high infla-
tion in their pocketbooks. Last year,
the cost of everyday products and serv-
ices rose exponentially, destroying
jobs.

Since Biden took office, there has
been a $10 trillion increase in spending
above projections, $2.5 million increase
on interest payments on growing Fed-
eral debt, $1.9 trillion on the American
Rescue Plan, $745 billion on the infla-
tion expansion act, $3.4 trillion on the
infrastructure investment act, and $1
trillion in Biden executive actions.

This irresponsible spending has hurt
all Americans, and we must address it.
The newly elected House Republican
majority, ably led by Speaker KEVIN
MCCARTHY, is committed to creating
jobs and a government that is account-
able to the people. We must reestablish
fiscal sanity.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
who successfully protected America for
20 years, as the global war on terrorism
continues, moving from the Afghani-
stan safe haven to America.

Just yesterday, another terrorist was
caught crossing the southern border.

————

SOCIAL SECURITY IS SAFE WITH
REPUBLICANS

(Mr. MCCORMICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, for
the last 2 days, I have heard repeatedly
the other side of the House say that
Republicans want to cut Social Secu-
rity or reduce spending on Social Secu-
rity and reduce benefits from Social
Security.

I will call that a lie. Just because
you repeat it multiple times does not
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make it a fact, Mr. Speaker. I actually
asked around my entire delegation, my
entire caucus: Does anyone want to re-
duce spending on Social Security? Not
one person said yes. As a matter of
fact, everybody said no.

As a caucus, we have discussed this
multiple times, both on the floor and
in conference, and we have all unani-
mously said that we are not going to
reduce spending on Social Security.

As a matter of fact, I will challenge
anybody who says differently to show
me in writing where this secret docu-
ment exists or where the secret state-
ment exists because I haven’t seen it.

I want to take this opportunity to ex-
press that just because you say it
doesn’t make it fact. The fact is that
no Republican is talking about reduc-
ing spending on Social Security as a
caucus.

——————

ELECTING A MEMBER TO A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged
resolution and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 84

Resolved, That the following named mem-
ber be, and is hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON ETHICS: Mr. Guest, Chair.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BERGMAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
PERMISSION TO COMPOSE SELECT
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE

WEAPONIZATION OF THE FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that, not-
withstanding section 1(a)(2)(A) of H.
Res. 12, as amended by section 1(c) of
House Resolution 78, the Select Sub-
committee on the Weaponization of the
Federal Government be composed of
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary,
together with not more than 19 other
Members, Delegates, or the Resident
Commissioner appointed by the Speak-
er, of whom not more than 8 shall be
appointed in consultation with the mi-
nority leader.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. CON. RES. 9, DENOUNCING
THE HORRORS OF SOCIALISM;
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. RES. 76, REMOVING
A CERTAIN MEMBER FROM A
CERTAIN STANDING COMMITTEE
OF THE HOUSE

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 83
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 83

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 9) denouncing the horrors of socialism.
All points of order against consideration of
the concurrent resolution are waived. The
concurrent resolution shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the concurrent resolution are waived. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the concurrent resolution and pre-
amble to adoption without intervening mo-
tion except one hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Financial Services or their respective des-
ignees.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order without intervention of any
point of order to consider in the House the
resolution (H. Res. 76) removing a certain
Member from a certain standing committee
of the House. The resolution shall be consid-
ered as read. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the resolution and
preamble to adoption without intervening
motion except one hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Ethics or their respective designees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, for the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), who is my
good friend, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, House Resolution 83 provides for
consideration of two resolutions under
a closed rule. They are H. Con. Res. 9
and H. Res. 76.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
rule and in support of the underlying
resolutions.

H. Con. Res. 9 is a simple resolution
denouncing the horrors of socialism in
all forms and opposes the implementa-
tion of socialist policy here in the
United States.
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This resolution should not be con-
troversial. Socialism is a harmful ide-
ology that is opposed to everything the
United States stands for. Karl Marx
and Vladimir Lenin both described and
demonstrated how socialism is a tran-
sition period between capitalism and
communism.

We have seen this time and time
again. Socialist ideology creates a con-
centration of power that leads to com-
munist regimes, totalitarian rule, and
brutal dictatorships that deprive their
citizens of basic freedoms and human
rights.

We have seen the horrors of com-
munism through the tens of millions
killed by regimes in China, the Soviet
Union, North Korea, Cambodia, and
elsewhere, horrors that some of my col-
leagues across the aisle refused to even
condemn yesterday during the Rules
Committee hearing on this.

Even today, hundreds of thousands of
Russians, Chinese, Cambodians, Kore-
ans, Cubans, and Venezuelans have fled
from murderous communist dictator-
ships and have legally resettled here in
the United States. They are a living
testament to the barbarity of these so-
cialist regimes and the promise of the
American Dream.

It is essential for Congress to con-
demn the atrocities committed in the
name of socialism and prevent any so-
cialist policies from being implemented
in the United States.

Additionally, the rule before us pro-
vides for consideration H. Res. 76, a
resolution that would remove Rep-
resentative ILHAN OMAR from her seat
on the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Representative OMAR has a repeated
history of making deplorable and des-
picable anti-Semitic remarks and does
not deserve to sit on the committee di-
rectly overseeing U.S. international
policy, partnerships, and national secu-
rity.

In fact, the former chairman of the
Foreign Affairs Committee, a Demo-
crat, Representative Eliot Engel,
claimed that such comments made by
Representative OMAR have ‘‘no place in
the Foreign Affairs Committee or the
House of Representatives.”

Compared to the actions taken by my
Democratic colleagues last Congress, 1
think that we Republicans are being
incredibly generous in only removing
Representative ILHAN OMAR from the
Foreign Affairs Committee instead of
from all her committee assignments,
which we are clearly in our right to do.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues
support this rule, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

O 1230

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. RESCHENTHALER), my good
friend, for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I am confused, Mr. Speaker, because
after months of hearing from Repub-
licans that they want to address bread
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and butter issues, that they want to do
something about the issues facing ev-
eryday people in this country, the
issues that we hear about when we go
home, we are here instead wasting the
time of this body with two useless, stu-
pid, political stunts which are about di-
viding people, distracting people.

Make no mistake, these are FOX
News talking points, Tucker Carlson
sound bites, press releases. That is
what they are. And the reason why is
clear.

When Democrats were in charge, we
had one of the most productive Con-
gresses in history. We passed the big-
gest climate change bill ever. We
passed the biggest infrastructure bill
since the interstate highways were
built. We passed a bipartisan gun vio-
lence bill, stood up to greedy corpora-
tions, lifted kids out of poverty, and
brought jobs and manufacturing back
to America.

What are Republicans doing? What
are they pushing instead of kitchen-
table issues?

Conspiracy theories, nationwide
abortion bans, a 30 percent national
sales tax on groceries and gas, cuts to
Social Security and Medicare, give-
aways to billionaire corporations so
they can cheat on their taxes; that is
the kind of garbage that they are wast-
ing the American people’s time on.

H. Con. Res. 9 claims to denounce the
horrors of socialism. What is this, the
Red Scare?

I have to say, this is about the
stupidest bill I have ever seen. Just a
stupid, stupid, stupid bill.

Let me just say to my Democratic
colleagues, vote however you want on
this. It doesn’t matter because it does
nothing at all.

Oh, it denounces Pol Pot. Of course,
we denounce Pol Pot. I have never
heard anyone say anything nice about
him.

We denounce Stalin. I didn’t know
that that needed a resolution.

We denounce Kim Jong-Un. Well, not
all of us actually, because, in fact, if I
remember correctly, it was the leader
of the Republican Party, Donald
Trump, who said he fell in love with
him, who talked about how talented he
was, who called him a great leader,
who bragged about their chemistry.

Did any of my Republican colleagues
speak up when a brutal tyrant named
in this resolution was applauded on the
world stage by the President of the
United States? Did they denounce
that?

What is interesting, Mr. Speaker, one
name I notice was missing from this
list: Vladimir Putin. What is up with
that?

I mean, we condemn Lenin and Stalin
but not Putin? Is that a Trump thing?
Did he put in a call? Seriously, why is
Putin left out?

By the way, this isn’t just a stupid
bill, it is a badly written stupid bill. It
lays out all of these awful people and
then says, ““We are rejecting the imple-
mentation of socialist policies in the
United States of America.”
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Nobody, not a single person so far,
has been willing to clarify for me what
exactly that means, what the hell they
are talking about.

Are we talking about public schools
here? Fire departments? Roads?

What about Medicare and Social Se-
curity?

Republicans have called Medicare
and Social Security socialist programs
for years.

We would just like a little clarifica-
tion here, and we got none last night in
the Rules Committee. None. We even
tried to include an amendment to clar-
ify that the language here does not
imply cuts to Social Security and
Medicare. Every Republican, every sin-
gle Republican on the Rules Com-
mittee voted ‘‘no.”” There is our an-
swer. There is our answer.

Here is what I think: I think this is
about scaring people, and it is about di-
viding people, and it is about dis-
tracting people.

That brings me to our next resolu-
tion, which removes our colleague Con-
gresswoman ILHAN OMAR from the
House Foreign Affairs Committee. I
mean, the hypocrisy here is staggering.
It literally takes my breath away.

Congresswoman OMAR has apologized
for the things that she said. She said
she wants to be an ally in the fight
against anti-Semitism. She even voted
to condemn anti-Semitism. Every
Democrat did, as well.

You know who voted ‘“no”’? Twenty-
three Republicans. Twenty-three Re-
publicans voted against condemning
anti-Semitism. Maybe the gentleman
can explain whether or not they should
be removed from their committees.

Then we gave our colleagues on the
Rules Committee the chance to add an
amendment to their socialism resolu-
tion condemning the mass murder of 6
million Jewish people by the Nazis,
also known as the National Socialist
German Workers’ Party.

Guess what? They all voted ‘no.”
They all voted ‘“‘no.” Oh my God. Wow.

I keep hearing this both sides stuff,
trying to make false equivalencies,
saying the Democrats opened the door
to removing her. Give me a break.

Congresswoman OMAR never posted a
video pretending to kill another Mem-
ber of Congress. She never advocated
putting a bullet in the head of the
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives. She never had dinner with Neo-
Nazis Nick Fuentes and Kanye West.
She never spoke at a white supremacy
conference. She never said that she
would have won January 6 because she
was armed. No, those are things Repub-
licans have done and have said.

I will ask again, why aren’t those
Members being removed, too?

Please, to my friends on the other
side, please spare us the absurd com-
parisons and lectures about anti-Semi-
tism. Republicans refuse to condemn
anti-Semitism. Republicans refused to
add an amendment condemning Nazis
to this socialism resolution. Repub-
licans have been silent while members
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of their Conference say things that are
blatantly anti-Semitic and appear be-
side Holocaust deniers and bigots.

These are awful, awful bills designed
to divide and distract people. I get it. I
mean, I get why. I would want to divide
and distract people, too, if my agenda
was as extreme as the agenda that the
Speaker of the House is now advo-
cating for.

They have spent their entire time in
power so far pushing for higher gas
prices, higher middle-class taxes, high-
er inflation, and higher drug costs.
They are screwing working families,
screwing poor people, and using stupid
BS like this to distract from their
plans to reward billionaire corpora-
tions and hurt working families.

In the middle of it all, they are
threatening to trigger a default if we
don’t cut Social Security and Medi-
care. We can waste all the time in the
world on these resolutions—and on the
socialist resolution, again, I don’t even
care. This is such a waste of time. Peo-
ple can vote any way they want. I have
just made it a habit to always vote
““no” on stupid bills. This is a waste of
our time and a waste of the American
people’s time.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I remind my good friend from Massa-
chusetts that I don’t think you will
find anybody on this side of the aisle or
in this Chamber that is more of a hawk
on Russia than me, and I would gladly
condemn Vladimir Putin. Let’s not for-
get, Putin is a Communist. This is a
man who started his career as a KGB
agent, so this resolution clearly covers
Vladimir Putin. We all condemn him.

Additionally, I remind the gentleman
that the first time I ever spoke on the
House floor—I waited weeks to speak
as a freshman. The first time I spoke,
though, was on anti-Semitism. I spoke
to condemn the shooting at the Tree of
Life Synagogue in Squirrel Hill, Penn-
sylvania. I remind my friends across
the aisle that we have been
mischaracterized by some of the com-
ments that were just said.

But let’s talk about who won’t con-
demn socialists. We had a ranking
member, Democratic ranking member
in the Rules Committee hearing yester-
day who was given the chance to con-
demn. She would not do it. She was
given a chance to condemn Putin,
would not do it; a chance to condemn
Pol Pot, wouldn’t do it; and a litany of
other socialists and Communists. I just
remind my friend from across the aisle
that Members on his side refuse to con-
demn socialists and Communist dic-
tators.

I find it rich that there is a question
over the definition of socialism. Re-
member, for the last 2 years, my
friends across the aisle couldn’t even
define the term ‘“‘woman.” We had that
rigmarole where they couldn’t define
“woman’’ and refused to acknowledge
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science, that there were different sexes.
Now they split hairs between the dif-
ference between socialism and com-
munism? It is absolutely laughable.

Let’s just define ‘‘socialism,” since
we are here having this debate. Social-
ism is a political and economic theory
of social organization which advocates
that means of production, distribution,
and exchange should be owned by the
community as a whole, and it is not me
saying that socialism leads to com-
munism. That is Marx saying that.
That is Lenin saying that. Part of their
entire theory was you had a transition
period between capitalism and com-
munism. That transition period they
called, again, Lenin and Marx, they
called that socialism. Let’s be very
clear what we are talking about. Let’s
not play games with language, espe-
cially when you can’t even define in-
credibly basic terms that even kinder-
garten students could define.

Let’s talk about what Representative
OMAR has said, talking about that be-
cause I think it is important to put
this in context.

In February of 2019 Representative
OMAR tweeted, “‘It’s all about the Ben-
jamins baby’’ in reference to American
support for Israel. She said that AIPAC
was buying U.S. Representatives.
House Speaker NANCY PELOSI and the
entire Democratic leadership actually
condemned Representative OMAR for
these anti-Semitic comments.

Then, again, just to show this is a
pattern, this isn’t some omne-off inci-
dent: February 27, 2019, she doubled
down on her stance at a forum in Wash-
ington, D.C., when she said, “I want to
talk about the political influence in
this country that says it is okay for
people to push for allegiance to a for-
eign country.”

Clearly, she is going back to the
trope that Jewish Americans have a
dual loyalty between the United States
and Israel. That offended Chairman
Eliot Engel, who at the time was the
Democratic chairman of the Foreign
Affairs Committee, and he said, ‘It is
unacceptable and deeply offensive to
call into question the loyalty of fellow
American citizens because of their po-
litical views, including support for the
U.S.-Israel relationship. We all take
the same oath. Worse, Representative
OMAR’s comments leveled that charge
by invoking a vile anti-Semitic slur.”
Again, that is not me saying that. That
is a former Democratic chair of the
House Foreign Affairs Committee.

Further, in March 2019, Representa-
tive OMAR trivialized the terrorist at-
tacks of September 11 that killed just
about 3,000 U.S. citizens by describing
it as, ‘“Some people did something.”
Her words.

In 2021, a few months before the
death of 13 servicemembers during the
botched withdrawal from Afghanistan,
Representative OMAR compared serv-
icemembers of the United States and
the Israel Defense Forces to terrorist
groups like Hamas and the Taliban.
She tweeted, ‘“We have seen unthink-
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able atrocities committed by the U.S.,
Hamas, Israel, Afghanistan, and the
Taliban.”

To think that a Representative here
in this body would equate the Israel
Defense Forces and American service-
members to Hamas and the Taliban
speaks volumes. It is unacceptable.
That person should not be on the For-
eign Affairs Committee.

Representative OMAR’s Democratic
colleagues sent a statement asking her
to clarify those remarks because it was
offensive and misguided. Again, the
words of my colleagues across the aisle
about Representative ILHAN OMAR’S
words, and she refused to apologize.

In May of 2021, Representative OMAR
accused Israel of committing war
crimes following days of conflict be-
tween Israel and Hamas, where Hamas
was launching rockets into Israel that
saw thousands of missiles fired indis-
criminately at Jerusalem and Tel Aviv,
killing civilians. She described Israel’s
defensive posture as war crimes, saying
nothing about the terrorist attacks of
Hamas.

So spare me the false outrage over
her comments. She has proven time
and time again that she should not be
on the Foreign Affairs Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 56 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. SALA-
ZAR).

Ms. SALAZAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the rule to bring up H. Con.
Res. 9, denouncing the horrors of so-
cialism.

Why am I bringing this resolution to
the floor of the United States House of
Representatives?

Because young people in America are
being brainwashed by the news media
and academia into believing that so-
cialism is an economic model for the
greater good of all Americans. The
problem is that they are falling for it.
They are believing it.

Here is the proof: Almost 40 percent
of Gen Z and millennials think ‘‘The
Communist Manifesto,” written by
Karl Marx, the father of Marxism, is a
better defense of freedom and equality
than the Declaration of Independence,
written by Thomas Jefferson, one of
the creators of the American experi-
ment, American exceptionalism, and
the document which gave birth to the
most prosperous and resilient democ-
racy in the history of the world, ours,
the United States of America.

Worse yet, a recent poll shows that 40
percent of Americans of all ages, not
only the youth, 40 percent believe that
socialism is good, while 33 percent of
them say that they are likely to sup-
port a member of the Democratic So-
cialists of America, the organization
that has shaped the ideology of many
of our colleagues with the poison of
neo-Marxism. If you go to the Demo-
cratic Socialists of America website,
you will read their neo-Marxist posi-
tions with pride.
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I represent the 27th District in Flor-
ida, the city of Miami, a bastion of

February 1, 2023

hundreds of thousands of Cubans, Nica-
raguans, and Venezuelans who have
fled, who have escaped from the des-
picable horrors that you cannot imag-
ine produced by that ideology.

So why did the Venezuelans flee?
Well, because Venezuela—why would
they do that, if Venezuela has almost
20 percent of the world’s 0il? In other
words, that means the largest reserves
of o0il in the world. The Venezuelans
have more oil than the Saudis in Saudi
Arabia. In the 1950s and 1960s, they had
the same GDP as Germany. Now, infla-
tion is 156 percent a year, the third
largest in the world.

The average Venezuelan has lost 15
pounds for lack of food. In the last 20
years, over 7 million Venezuelans have
escaped the democratic socialist para-
dise to anywhere they could go. That is
more people than have fled the vio-
lence in Syria. So that indicates that
socialism is more devastating than a
civil war.

Another country who has lost every-
thing is Nicaragua. In the 1970s, it was
the breadbasket of Central America.
Then the Sandinistas arrived, Daniel
Ortega took power under the guidance
of Fidel Castro in Cuba. He expropri-
ated almost 30,000 properties in a few
years. Right now, their citizens are
poorer than they were in 1977. Ortega
promised democratic socialism but de-
livered a dictatorship.

In the last Presidential election,
seven people dared to run for Presi-
dent, and he put them all in jail. Still
today, they are either under house ar-
rest or in jail.

Every socialist is a dictator in dis-
guise.

In Cuba, after 60 years of living the
socialist paradise, the average Cuban,
70 percent of Cubans eat only once a
day. The average Cubans makes $23 a
month. That is 40 cents a day. And the
retirees, the seniors, make $12.

Cuba, in 1960, had the highest per
capita income in the hemisphere, and
it was comparable to Italy. We know
that because there is hunger—hunger is
a very powerful motivator.

So today, Cubans by the thousands
throw themselves to the sharks in the
Straits of Florida looking for freedom
and hoping to get to the district that I
represent on this floor. That is just in
this hemisphere.

In China, 55 million died. In Cam-
bodia, 1 million. In the USSR, 10 mil-
lion froze to death in the Gulags.

Socialists are in the business of
power, and it only takes one genera-
tion to believe their false promise and
lose their freedom. It is a lie that so-
cialism will solve your problems, eco-
nomic or social.

Democratic socialism is socialism,
and socialism is always socialism.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot let this evil
ideology take hold in this country. We
are in the United States, the strong-
hold of freedom. That is why we must
pass this resolution.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I listen to this debate, and I get more
and more confused.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
said that Vladimir Putin was not put
on this list because he is a Communist,
yet the gentleman mentioned com-
munism several times.

The gentlewoman just talked about
the Communist Manifesto, and I am
looking at the list of people that are
mentioned. Among them is Pol Pot,
who I think everybody believes was
viewed as a Communist.

So again, I am trying to figure out
why wasn’t Putin included on this list.
Did somebody get a call from the Mar-
a-Lago prison line that you couldn’t
put Putin on this list? I don’t quite get
it.

Again, I am also just stunned that
last night, I mean, we offered the
Gottheimer amendment. The language
basically said that fascism led to the
murder of 6 million Jewish people by
the Nazi regime.

Everybody on the Republican side
voted ‘‘no.”

Again, we asked for some clarifica-
tion on really what the guts of the bill
were, which is the resolved clause.

What are you talking about? What
policies are you against here in the
United States? We asked to make the
Takano amendment in order, which
would have basically said that Social
Security and Medicare would be ex-
empt from any cuts if this was not
what the intention was. Every one of
the Republicans—every one of them—
voted ‘‘no.”

There was a gentleman who just
came down on the floor saying, ‘I don’t
know why everybody is saying Repub-
licans want to cut Social Security and
Medicare.”

You know why? Because of what hap-
pened last night in the Committee on
Rules.

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned, last
night in the Committee on Rules, the
Democrats offered an amendment that
would clarify that any opposition to
socialist policy implementation in the
United States does not include existing
Federal programs such as Medicare,
Social Security, TRICARE, VA
Healthcare, the VA Home Loan pro-
gram, VA burial benefits, and VA
homelessness programs.

My Republican colleagues voted
against it. We want to give them a sec-
ond chance to get this right.

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to this rule to include this impor-
tant amendment and give every Mem-
ber on the floor the opportunity to
clarify that existing Federal programs
like Social Security and Medicare are
not under attack by this new Congress.
Forgive us if we are concerned by rhet-
oric from many Members on the other
side of the aisle past and present, give
us pause.

Republicans have called Social Secu-
rity a socialist program. I remember
when Newt Gingrich wanted Medicare
to wither on the vine.
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment into the RECORD along with any
extraneous materials immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, Social
Security is the bedrock of our Nation’s
social safety net. Since its inception, it
has lifted millions of our seniors out of
poverty. Protecting the benefits it and
other programs provide, should be a
priority for this Congress. As my Re-
publican colleagues demand recKkless
cuts in exchange for paying for our Na-
tion’s bills, we on the Democratic side
are going to remain unified in doing
everything we can to protect these im-
portant programs.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO), the amendment sponsor, to
discuss our proposal.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member MCGOVERN for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I had hoped to rise
today to offer an amendment which
was a clarifying amendment, which
would have clarified what the resolu-
tion before us today meant by the
words ‘‘socialist’ and ‘‘socialism.”

None of us have any objection to, in
fact, embrace the whereas clauses that
we condemn egregious examples of to-
talitarian authoritarianism and the ex-
cesses thereof. But we are very con-
cerned about what the resolved clause
means and the way ‘‘socialism’ is de-
fined. There are many ways to look at
socialism.

My amendment simply was to clarify
that the implementation of any opposi-
tion of socialist policy in the United
States does not include Federal pro-
grams such as Medicare, Social Secu-
rity, TRICARE, VA Healthcare, the VA
Loan program, VA burial benefits, and
VA homelessness programs.

But you know what? Unfortunately,
the Committee on Rules last night
blocked my amendment. The rejection
of my amendment sends a clear mes-
sage to the American people under this
Republican majority.

Social Security and Medicare and
veterans benefits are not safe because
they construe those to be socialist pro-
grams.

This resolution being considered
today is really ridiculous. It dishon-
estly conflates any effort to improve
the lives of Americans with the vio-
lence of totalitarian Communist re-
gimes. Without my amendment, it
could only be read as an attack on So-
cial Security, Medicare, and veterans’
benefits.

The programs my amendment speci-
fies helps veterans receive healthcare,
aid struggling families who have fallen
on hard times, and support millions of
Americans by ensuring they receive
the benefits they have spent their life
working and paying for.
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Medicare, Social Security, TRICARE,
VA Healthcare, the VA Home Loan
program, VA burial benefits, and ef-
forts to end veteran homelessness are
programs every Member of this body
should be proud to support. But in-
stead, my colleagues on the other side
have spent years attempting to under-
mine and dismantle them, and they are
doing it again with this so-called reso-
lution. This so-called anti-socialism
resolution is simply the latest volley in
an assault that goes back decades.

Despite these attacks, the programs
my amendment defends are overwhelm-
ingly supported by the American peo-
ple. Americans know that these poli-
cies work. They are practical. They are
beyond ideology. They are simply com-
mon sense. The people want us to join
together to bolster and expand them,
not to denigrate and defund them and
play stupid games to distract and pro-
pose red herring amendments such as
this to get us off the track of working
for the American people.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

We all know why we are here today.
We are here to condemn socialism.
Let’s not play games. We know what
socialism is.

Despite knowing what socialism and
communism is, you are going to see
Democrat after Democrat come down
here on the floor and refuse to vote to
condemn socialism and communism.

Let’s talk about what that means.
Mao Zedong, in the socialist revolution
in China, you had 55 million people
starve to death in the wake of famine
and devastation caused by the so-called
Great Leap Forward in China.

You are going to have Democrats
come to the floor and refuse to con-
demn that.

Let’s talk about Joseph Stalin. By
the way, a history lesson: FDR, a Dem-
ocrat, would refer to Joseph Stalin as
“Uncle Joe” when he was trying to
make this ruthless thug more palatable
to the American people.

Again, a Democrat praising Joseph
Stalin; but I digress.

Under Stalin, tens of millions died in
the Bolshevik revolution.

At least 10 million people were sent
to the Gulags in the USSR; and mil-
lions starved to death in Ukraine due
to forced famine. Pol Pot eliminated
one-fourth of the population in Cam-
bodia.

Again, you are going to have Demo-
crats come to the floor and refuse to
condemn that.

Due to socialist and totalitarian poli-
cies, over 75 percent of Venezuelans
currently live in poverty. Only 3 per-
cent of Venezuelans consider them-
selves food secure. This was the largest
GDP in South America before Chavez
took over, and now they are literally
eating their pet dogs to stop starva-
tion.

Marxist socialist policies and com-
munism regimes are responsible for
hundreds of millions of deaths world-
wide. Again, my Democratic colleagues
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will come to this floor later today and
refuse to condemn it. It is truly as-
tounding.

Mr. Speaker, 3.5 million have starved
to death in North Korea just since the
1990s alone. In the current Communist
regime in Cuba, the government con-
tinues to repress and punish virtually
all forms of dissent and public criti-
cism as Cubans endure the worst eco-
nomic crisis seen in decades.

Again, Democrats will come to the
floor and refuse to condemn that.

During Castro’s rule, thousands of
Cubans have been incarcerated in abys-
mal prisons; thousands more were har-
assed and intimidated; and entire gen-
erations were denied basic freedoms.

Again, my Democratic colleagues,
some of them will refuse to condemn
that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the

gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
ALFORD), my good friend.
Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, there

seems to be a lot of confusion today, a
lot of bewilderment, a lot of dismay
from my friends on the other side of
the aisle on exactly why we are here
today.

I am here to tell you it is a shame we
have to be here today, that we have to
publicly put everyone on record to de-
nounce socialism. I rise today in som-
ber support of this resolution, a resolu-
tion to denounce the evils, the horrors
of socialism.

Mr. Speaker, this is a somber issue
because our Nation was founded on the
principles of liberty and freedom, en-
shrined in our founding documents as
the thesis of our very Nation.

However, my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle here have made light
of the horrors of socialism and at times
have advocated for this radical ide-
ology to the point that the youth of
our Nation have been deceived.
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They have begun falling away from
the true ideals of the freedoms on
which our Nation was founded, that
being liberty and democracy.

Let me clear up some of this confu-
sion for our good friends: This cannot
happen. We can never let it happen
again.

Socialism has created famine, mass
murders, and the killing of over 100
million humans around the world.

Many of the worst crimes in history
were committed by socialist
ideologues: Stalin, Mao Zedong, Castro,
Kim Jong-un, and Maduro.

Yes, I am here today to tell you that
we also condemn categorically any
form of socialism, including Vladimir
Putin.

This history cannot be forgotten, as
socialist regimes have indefinitely led
to the destruction of personal liberties
and are still a constant threat.

Future generations must be taught.
They must understand the horrors of
socialism.

So, we stand here today. It is a
shame we have to be here to do this, to
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teach this lesson, to denounce the hor-
rors of socialism, and to protect the
freedoms of our great Nation and take
a stand for personal liberty.

Our young people have been led
astray. Our Nation has been blinded to
some degree, and it is time to lift the
scales off those blind eyes. It is time
that every American take a stand.

It is time to tell the truth. The truth
is the only thing that matters, and the
truth is that socialism is evil.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a strange debate.
I am glad the gentleman said that he
personally condemns Vladimir Putin,
but it still doesn’t explain why Putin is
not on this list.

I mean, if everybody condemns Vladi-
mir Putin, then why isn’t he on this
list? There are other communists on
this list. If we are going to condemn
communism, fine, but communism
isn’t mentioned in this resolution.

People were talking about supporting
capitalism, and capitalism isn’t even
mentioned in this resolution.

This is a stupid resolution that was
written poorly to begin with.

Again, I would say to my colleagues
that we gave you an opportunity to ex-
pand the list to include the National
Socialist German Workers’ Party,
which is the Nazis, who are responsible
for the killing of 6 million Jews, and
everybody voted ‘‘no” on the Repub-
lican side. I just can’t get my head
around why that was such a controver-
sial addition.

This is an interesting back and forth
on history. By the way, when I go
home, people are not bringing up Sta-
lin and Lenin and Pol Pot all the time.
They are bringing up Putin, and they
are concerned about what he is doing
in Ukraine.

Maybe the reason Putin is not on this
list is because the other side of the
aisle is divided in their support to help
protect the sovereignty of the Ukrain-
ian people. Maybe that is what we are
going to see coming down the road, in
terms of budget cuts.

I include in the RECORD a piece by
Roll Call titled: ‘‘House GOP overlooks
internal anti-Semitism, points at
Democrats.”

[From Roll Call, Dec. 1, 2022]
HOUSE GOP OVERLOOKS INTERNAL
ANTISEMITISM, POINTS AT DEMOCRATS
(By Rachel Oswald)

House Republican leaders on Capitol Hill
are declining to condemn and punish anti-
semitism within their own party, preferring
instead to argue that Democrats have the
prejudice problem.

This comes amid the rise and
mainstreaming of antisemitic rhetoric in the
United States in recent months, including by
major entertainers and top athletes, not to
mention a sharp uptick in the last year of
assaults on American Jews. Hate speech,
threats and violence against American Jews
are at their highest documented level in dec-
ades.

The issue came into focus in the last week
after former President Donald Trump wel-
comed to his Mar-a-Lago club in Florida for
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dinner the well-known white power leader
and antisemite Nicholas Fuentes, an orga-
nizer and speaker at many ‘‘Stop the Steal”
protests after the 2020 presidential election.

‘““Anyone who engages in antisemitic
tropes or makes antisemitic remarks should
face the consequences of his or her actions.
It’s not enough to just call out someone on
the other side of the aisle when it meets
your political aims,” Jonathan Greenblatt,
CEO of the Anti-Defamation League, said in
a statement. ‘“‘Frankly, what we need to see
more of, is leaders of both parties standing
up to antisemitism within their own ranks.”’

Some Republican leaders like Senate Mi-
nority Leader Mitch McConnell of Kentucky
denounced Trump’s dinner with Fuentes
while others, such as House Minority Leader
Kevin McCarthy of California, offered milder
criticism.

“I don’t think anybody should be spending
any time with Nick Fuentes. He has no place
in this Republican Party,” said McCarthy to
reporters outside the White House on Tues-
day. He went on to defend Trump, claiming
the former president was ignorant of
Fuentes’ well-known racist and antisemitic
views when he had him over for dinner.

At the same breaking-bread affair, Trump
also hosted the hip-hop superstar Kanye
West, who now goes by Ye and drew national
scorn in recent weeks for verbal attacks on
Jews on social media.

“I condemn his [Fuentes’] ideology. It has
no place in society at all,” said McCarthy,
who is struggling to lock down the votes he
needs from his caucus to become the next
House speaker in January. Like other Re-
publicans, McCarthy has stopped short of di-
rectly saying Trump has supported anti-
semitism with his actions.

In part to boost support for his candidacy
with the conservative House Freedom Cau-
cus, McCarthy has promised if he becomes
speaker he will hold a House floor vote to re-
move Rep. IlThan Omar, D-Minn., from the
Foreign Affairs Committee. As a freshman
lawmaker in 2019, Omar was roundly criti-
cized for comments that elevated common
antisemitic tropes about dual loyalty and
Jewish influence over American politics.

Notably, however, House Democratic lead-
ers led the criticism of Omar and she apolo-
gized. Though there have been other mo-
ments of tension in the ensuing years be-
tween Omar and the House’s Jewish Demo-
crats over her criticism of Israel’s treatment
of the Palestinians, she hasn’t repeated the
antisemitic tropes she made in early 2019.

The expected next chairman of the House
Foreign Affairs Committee, Michael McCaul,
said he would likely support Omar’s removal
from the panel.

“The Foreign Affairs Committee has al-
ways been very pro-Israel, pro-Jewish, and I
don’t think she’s a perfect fit,”” the Texas
Republican said on Tuesday.

Omar in a statement rebuked McCarthy
and House Republican leaders.

“Whether it is Marjorie Taylor Greene
holding a gun next to my head in campaign
ads or Donald Trump threatening to ‘send
me back’ to my country . . . this constant
stream of hate has led to hundreds of death
threats and credible plots against me and my
family,” she said of Taylor Greene.

“Instead of doing anything to address the
open hostility towards religious minorities
in his party, McCarthy is now lifting up peo-
ple like Marjorie Taylor Greene, Emmer and
so many others,” Omar said. ‘“If he cared
about addressing the rise in hate, he would
apologize and make sure others in his party

apologized.”
In contrast to Omar, some House Repub-
licans haven’t apologized, repeating

antisemitic conspiracy theories and ampli-
fying Holocaust deniers—including in the
last year.
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‘KEEPING THAT PROMISE’

McCarthy indicated he sees removing
Omar from the panel as fair play for the
treatment Taylor Greene and Gosar received
from House Democrats. . . .

“Last year, I promised that when I became
Speaker, I would remove Rep. IlThan Omar
from the House Foreign Affairs Committee
based on her repeated antisemitic and anti-
American remarks. I'm keeping that prom-
ise,” McCarthy said in a Nov. 19 Twitter
post.

Gosar was also removed from his com-
mittee assignments a little over a year ago
as punishment for circulating an animated
video depicting him killing Rep. Alexandria
Ocasio-Cortez, D-N.Y. . . .

Though he reportedly privately rep-
rimanded Gosar for publicizing the video,
McCarthy didn’t support taking away his
committee assignments, nor did the rest of
the GOP House caucus save for two mem-
bers.

Rep. Tom Emmer, R-Minn., who earlier
this month won a contested caucus election
for the position of majority whip in the next
Congress, made a similar reference in a let-
ter he sent as National Republican Congres-
sional Committee chairman that accused
Bloomberg, Soros and Steyer of having
“bought’ control of Congress for Democrats.

““One of the most popular unfortunately
antisemitic tropes is the idea that Jews are
pulling the strings,” said Rabbi Jill Jacobs,
the executive director of T’ruah: The Rab-
binic Call for Human Rights.

‘“‘People aren’t expected to know every-
thing about antisemitism, but when some-
thing gets called out the right response is,
‘Thank you for letting me know. I didn’t
know that. I won’t do that again.” We have
not seen that from McCarthy and others. We
have just seen deflecting and rejecting,” she
added.

And Rep. Elise Stefanik, R-N.Y., the No. 3
House Republican, this year ran a series of
Facebook ads through her campaign com-
mittee that accused Democrats of supporting
citizenship for millions of undocumented im-
migrants in order to ‘‘overthrow our current
electorate and create a permanent liberal
majority.”

HATE AND VIOLENCE

That phrasing echoes the ‘‘great replace-
ment theory,” a far-right idea that is itself
rooted in antisemitic tropes.

“When you look at white nationalist on-
line chatter, it’s very much all about this
supposed Jewish plot. We saw it in the per-
son who murdered Jews in a synagogue in
Pittsburgh,” said Jacobs, referring to the
2018 antisemitic terrorist attack at the Tree
of Life synagogue that killed 11 people. ‘‘His
rationale was that Jews were bringing in ref-
ugees to destroy America.”

Antisemitism has been rising among both
the far right and the far left, although ex-
perts said it is the far right that is statis-
tically more likely to commit violent acts
against Jews.

Last year, the Anti-Defamation League,
which tracks and condemns antisemitism,
documented 2,717 antisemitic incidents in
the United States, a 34 percent increase over
the prior year and the highest number re-
corded since the organization began its mon-
itoring work in 1979. That figure included 88
incidents of violent assault, a 167 percent in-
crease from 2020.

In New York City last month, police ar-
rested two young men, one of whom said he
ran a white supremacist Twitter group and
had been posting threats to imminently
shoot up a synagogue. According to news re-
ports, the duo appeared to have recently
been gathering weapons and ammunition for
the thwarted terrorist attack.
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Democrats and progressives are still di-
vided over how to calibrate criticism from
their side of the aisle about the Israeli gov-
ernment’s human rights abuses of the Pal-
estinians without crossing the line into
antisemitic tropes.

“To fight antisemitism, you really need
people from across the political spectrum. If
you look at the violence against Jews in the
last three or four years, it mostly comes
from the extreme right. But if you know
anything about antisemitism you know that
it could someday come from other parts of
society,” said Ira Forman, a former special
envoy to monitor and combat antisemitism
in the Obama administration. ‘“‘Democrats
should be calling out Democrats and liberals
and Republicans ought to be calling out con-
servatives.”

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, House
Republican leaders have repeatedly de-
clined to condemn and punish anti-
Semitism, hate, and violence pushed by
Members within their own party.

Again, I don’t care how people voted.
This is a meaningless, ridiculous waste
of time, but my particular concern
with this resolution is not all the
whereas clauses. It is the resolved
clause.

Many of us are concerned because of
the rhetoric on the other side of the
aisle because so many of you have re-
ferred to Medicare as a socialist pro-
gram and Social Security as a socialist
program.

We asked you last night simply to re-
assure us, and we had an amendment.
You heard the amendment—Mr.
TAKANO spoke about it—that none of
this has anything to do with Social Se-
curity and Medicare. Guess what, ev-
erybody? They all voted ‘‘no.”

That is what our concern is about,
and people can say whatever they want
on this. I mean, I can’t believe, with all
that is going on in the world, we are
spending a day talking about this, but
whatever.

This is the new Republican list of pri-
orities, and there is no wonder why a
poll just came out showing that the
majority of American people do not
share the views, values, and priorities
of this current Republican House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is nice to hear that
people in Massachusetts are not talk-
ing about communism. Do you know
where they are talking about com-
munism? Places like south Florida.
Places like Miami.

It is because, unlike those in Massa-
chusetts, they have experienced com-
munism. They have experienced social-
ism. Ask any Cuban refugee.

That is why you have individuals
here like MARIO DIAZ-BALART, like
MARIA SALAZAR, like CARLOS GIMENEZ
who represent those districts.

This is an issue for a lot of Ameri-
cans because they never want to see
the horrors of socialism and com-
munism here on our shores.

It is not just Cuba. Let’s talk about
China because my friends across the
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aisle always hesitate to criticize and
condemn China. It is quite remarkable.

China has deprived 1.4 billion human
beings of their fundamental human
rights. Since March 2017, China has de-
tained and persecuted 1.8 million
Turkic Muslims, the Uyghurs.

They put them in so-called political
reeducation camps. We all know what
those are. Those are death camps.
Those are gulags. The Chinese have
them in their western province. The
world is silent on it, and my colleagues
from across the aisle refuse to condemn
socialism.

Those Uyghurs are being held in the
western province without due process.
They are being forced to engage in
labor and forced organ harvesting.
They are suffering atrocities like tor-
ture, and yet again, my Democrat col-
leagues will refuse to condemn social-
ism today.

The CCP hasn’t just violated the
rights of the Uyghurs in western China.
They have also subjugated Tibet.

It used to be a cause celebre for my
friends across the aisle to talk about
freeing Tibet. When I was growing up
in the 1990s, you saw the bumper stick-
ers everywhere. Where is that outrage
now from my Democratic colleagues?
Why won’t they call out China?

In Tibet, the CCP has engaged in se-
vere repression of the Tibetans’ unique
religious, cultural, and linguistic herit-
age and is engaged in gross human
rights violations in Tibet, including
but not limited to extrajudicial deten-
tions, disappearances, and torture.

Elsewhere, the CCP is widely alleged
to be a major harvester and trafficker
of forcibly acquired organs. Organ har-
vesting targets minorities, including
the Falun Gong, Uyghurs, Tibetan
Muslims, and Christians in China.

Yet, where is the outrage from my
friends across the aisle? Why won’t
they condemn socialism here today on
the House floor?

The CCP attempts to eliminate mi-
nority peoples through forced abortion
and sterilization. Where is the outrage
from across the aisle?

There are 30 million more men in
China than women due to forced abor-
tions and the one-child policy, the re-
sult of Big Government socialism. Yet,
again, my friends across the aisle will
refuse to condemn socialism.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. McCOR-
MICK), my good friend and a good doc-
tor.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, I can
understand why there is some confu-
sion. I understand why we can get dis-
tracted by foreign nations and com-
munism, which most of us agree is a
bad thing.

What I think is enlightening, though,
is how we opened. What was stated, in
my understanding or recollection, was
that it was just said that the last
Democratic-controlled Congress was
the most effective and productive in re-
cent history, which you just agreed to.

The standard that the statement was
made and measured by, though, shows
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why we are having this discussion, why
my Democratic colleagues are con-
fused.

They equate record spending, record
debt, and unprecedented control by
government over private business as
success. That is why they are confused
about what this bill is about and why it
is germane.

They do not understand what social-
ism is or, worse, don’t recognize that
their policies are in direct support of
socialist leanings. Their policies have
continuously placed government in a
position to control businesses, picking
winners and losers, deciding what is
moral and immoral, and continue to
advance the idea that government
somehow should have been empowered
to solve the very problems that it cre-
ated.

To clear up things and create less
confusion, we are trying to counter a
movement that is moving toward
something we have never been, a so-
cialist nation.

We are a unique government created
by the people, for the people, empow-
ered to protect, not to provide for, and
not to determine the outcome of peo-
ple’s endeavors.

We are uniquely positioned to benefit
our citizens by empowering them, not
through more government. I believe
that we the people are far more valu-
able than we the government. That is
why we speak against bigger govern-
ment and socialism.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

To the gentleman who just spoke,
who talked about record debt, yes, we
worry about that, as well. I would re-
mind him that 25 percent of this Na-
tion’s debt was accumulated in the 4
years of Donald Trump.

Let me repeat that: A quarter of our
Nation’s debt in all of our history was
accumulated in the 4 years of Donald
Trump.

If increasing debt is the standard
where you say a President failed, then
there is no question that the previous
President, Mr. Trump, was a miserable
failure.

Let me say to my colleague from
Pennsylvania who brought up China—
again, I am having trouble following
this debate. I will not be lectured by
anybody on commitment to human
rights in China. I co-chaired the Con-
gressional-Executive Commission on
China. I co-chair the Tom Lantos
Human Rights Commission.

I authored the bill, the Uyghur
Forced Labor Prevention Act, by the
way, which died in a Republican Sen-
ate. We managed to get it passed in a
Democratic House and a Democratic
Senate.

I have passed major legislation on be-
half of the Tibetan people.

By the way, this is all happening now
under President Xi of China. I am look-
ing in this resolution, and there is no
mention of President Xi.

We are debating issues that aren’t
even in this resolution. I mean, this is
nuts.
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I do want to get back to the other
bill, the bill that my colleagues are
bringing to take Representative ILHAN
OMAR off the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee.

I read in some of the publications
that, to get votes, the Republican lead-
ers apparently promised some of their
Republican Members who were con-
cerned about this process that there
would be some due process put in place.

I include in the RECORD the state-
ment released yesterday by Represent-
ative SPARTZ about what supposedly is
in this resolution.

[Press Release, Jan. 31, 2023]

SPARTZ ISSUES STATEMENT ON OMAR: I WILL
SUPPORT RESOLUTION WITH EQUAL TREAT-
MENT UNDER RULES AND DUE PROCESS
WASHINGTON, D.C.—Today, Rep. Spartz

issued the statement below on the resolution

to remove Rep. Omar from the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee.

‘I appreciate Speaker McCarthy’s willing-
ness to address legitimate concerns and add
due process language to our resolution. De-
liberation and debate are vital for our insti-
tution, not top-down approaches,” Spartz
said. ‘“The rule of law, freedom of speech,
and due process are fundamental to our Con-
stitutional Republic. Our founding fathers
understood that pure democracy is dan-
gerous and can lead to the tyranny of major-
ity, mob rule and dictatorship. As to my fel-
low conservatives, I think setting a prece-
dent of allowing an appeal process for the
Speaker’s and majority-party removal deci-
sions is particularly important to freedom-
loving legislators who usually are on the re-
ceiving end of issues like this.”’

Mr. MCGOVERN. The statement
touts due process language that was
supposedly added to the resolution. I
have to admit, I am completely lost
here.

There is nothing—let me repeat that,
nothing; one more time, nothing—in
this resolution that provides due proc-
ess.

Don’t take my word for it. I have a
nice quote here for people to follow
along with me. There is a quote in Po-
litico today: ‘‘The whereas clause
added merely references an existing
process and in no way begins an appeal
procedure or guarantees her committee
seat will be reconsidered. It is non-
binding and not actionable.”

That is according to a senior GOP
aide in a comment that they made to
Politico. To whoever that senior GOP
aide is, let me just say thank you for
your candor. I think it is appreciated.

To people like the gentlewoman from
Indiana and others who somehow think
that they negotiated some sort of due
process here, you didn’t get anything.
If you think you did, then you are a
cheap date.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further speakers at this
time. I am prepared to close, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to reit-
erate the long list of reasons that these
resolutions are a waste of time. Quite
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frankly, they are an insult to the intel-
ligence of the American people.

Let me be clear: The socialism reso-
lution is useless. It does nothing. It
does not matter. Who the hell cares
how anybody votes on it?

We are here for one reason, and we
are here for one reason only. My Re-
publican colleagues are pushing an ex-
treme far-right agenda that benefits
the rich and powerful and screws over
working families and everyone else.

They are not paying attention to the
problems of everyday people, and that
is clear based on the recent polling
that has come out that shows just how
out of touch they are with where peo-
ple are at all around this country.

They are not paying attention to the
kitchen table issues that people an-
guish over every night. I can assure
you, and I don’t care what part of the
country you come from, people aren’t
sitting around the table talking about
Pol Pot.

Anyway, that is what my Republican
friends think is a national priority. I
mean, we are talking about socialism
in this resolution, but we are not talk-
ing about a definition or what it is. Are
we talking about public schools? Are
we talking about roads? Are we talking
about Social Security?

I mean, give me a break. We have
been hearing this stuff for decades and
decades, Republicans saying Democrats
want socialism. It is always some big,
scary takeover that is just over the ho-
rizon that everyone needs to be afraid
of.
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When you don’t have any good issues
on your side and fear is all you have,
that is what you run with, I guess.
That is the Republican playbook.

You know what is funny is that the
same Republicans who decry anything
that government does as socialism
never seem to have a problem when it
comes to huge handouts for billionaire
corporations. They want socialism for
the rich but capitalism for the poor.

Call me crazy, but here is what I
think: This resolution is not about so-
cialism. It is about scaring people. It is
about dividing people and, quite frank-
ly, I think, based on what happened in
the Rules Committee last night, it is
about setting the stage to go after the
social safety net in this country, which
includes Social Security and Medicare.

If that wasn’t the case, why in the
world would my Republican friends not
allow a clarifying amendment to make
it clear that that was not the intent?
They all voted ‘‘no.”

When it comes to Congresswoman
OMAR, a good Congresswoman who
fights hard for her district and for her
values, this isn’t about punishing her
for anything she said. It is about scor-
ing political points.

If this was about condemning anti-
Semitism, Republicans would be con-
demning the folks on your side who
dine with Holocaust deniers and appear
at white supremacy rallies.
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If this was about condemning anti-
Semitism, Republicans would have ac-
cepted our amendment to condemn the
Nazis who slaughtered 6 million Jews
during World War II; and every one of
them voted ‘“‘no.”

So please spare us the false equiva-
lence. This is total BS, and I urge all of
my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no” on this
rule.

This is, really, a sad day for this
Chamber. With all that needs to be
done, with all that needs to be done,
this is the priority. This is the pri-
ority, and, I should add for good meas-
ure, all of this is being brought to you
under closed rules.

All the amendments that were of-
fered, all the suggestions that were
brought on this and other bills by
Democrats and Republicans, were all
ruled out of order. Some of this is non-
controversial stuff, all closed.

The issue with Congresswoman OMAR
was brought to the Rules Committee as
an emergency. An emergency? Really?
I don’t get it.

You shouldn’t be surprised because
the last time the Republicans were in
charge they brought a bill to the floor
as an emergency to deal with cheese
curd, so I get it. Everything is an emer-
gency, especially when it comes to
messaging and making political state-
ments.

But look, we have to get back to the
people’s business, Mr. Speaker. We
have to get back to focusing on Kkitch-
en-table issues, the stuff that people
worry about every night. This is not it.
This is not it.

I really regret that we are wasting
this time on these poorly crafted bills
that do nothing to help anybody in this
country.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Just in the spirit of rebuttal, I would
like to address some of the comments
made by my friend across the aisle.

The spending under President Trump;
there was spending under President
Trump.

But you know what? He also had a
pandemic, a pandemic that we haven’t
seen in the last 100 years.

So where is the excuse for the $1.7
trillion that was just rammed through?

You want to talk about closed rules,

things not going through regular
order?

That $1.7 trillion was rammed
through. It was architected—didn’t

even go through the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee. It was rammed
through by two Senators that are no
longer here who had =zero account-
ability to the American public.

What about Build Back Better?
Where is the excuse for that?

All Build Back Better did was in-
crease inflation, hurt workers who
have wages that aren’t keeping pace
with inflation.

What about the Inflation Reduction
Act? Where is the excuse for that and
why we had rampant spending there?
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There is no excuse for it.

Let’s talk about China. To para-
phrase Marcus Aurelius, it is not about
one’s words; it is about their deeds.

Let’s talk about the deeds of my
friends across the aisle. Three years
ago or so, my good friend, the Speaker
of the House, put together—he wanted
to put together a select committee on
China, and he was strung along by my
friends across the aisle.

Finally, the Speaker had to move for-
ward on his own as the minority Re-
publican leader to put together the
China Task Force. I was privileged to
be on the China Task Force. You know
how many Democrats were on that
task force? Exactly zero. Zero Demo-
crats joined that task force.

So it is quite amazing how I hear
that the Democrats want to condemn
China; but when they had the chance to
have a select committee to address the
threat of China, they won’t go along
with. When they had the chance to join
a task force explicitly put together to
combat China and their malign influ-
ences on the world, zero of them joined
that task force. So spare me the talk
on China. We have seen how you treat-
ed China.

Let’s talk about definitions; playing
these silly games that we can’t define
‘“‘socialism’ and ‘‘communism.” We are
all educated. We all know what social-
ism is. We all know what communism
is. So spare me the fact that ‘‘social-
ism” isn’t defined in this bill.

This is especially rich from the
party, my friends across the aisle who,
for the last 2 years, couldn’t even de-
fine basic terms like what is a woman.
That is not just me saying that.

Let’s talk about Justice Brown Jack-
son. She was asked during confirma-
tion to define a woman; and you know
what her response was? ‘“No, I can’t.”

So the party that can’t define a
woman now wants to sit here and say
that we can’t define ‘‘socialism” and
“communism.” We all know what this
is.

Let’s talk about, lastly, Representa-
tive ILHAN OMAR and due process. I
know there was a display put up re-
garding due process.

It is quite amazing how my friends
across the aisle have now discovered
the principle of due process after 4
years—I'm sorry—2 years of one-party
rule here in Washington, D.C., 2 years
where due process wasn’t followed at
all.

Where was the due process for my
good friend from Georgia when she was
removed from all her committees?
Again, that is all her committees. We
are only removing Representative
ILHAN OMAR from the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Where was the due process for my
good friend, Dr. Gosar, when he was re-
moved, again, from all his committees?

There wasn’t one Democrat who
stood up and talked about due process.
But miraculously, now we have found
due process when the Republicans are
removing somebody from a committee,
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one committee, for anti-Semitic re-
marks, and a pattern of anti-Semitic
remarks for that.

But let’s just go back and talk about
socialism. Let me be clear. Socialism
must never take root in America.
President Trump himself said America
will never be a socialist Nation. These
are words we should all rally around.
We should all support that.

But for too long, Democrats have
fought this far-left authoritarian agen-
da, regardless of the regimes across the
globe that commit acts of violence and
oppression against their own people in
its name.

Experiments with socialism have led
to painful human tragedy. We are talk-
ing about starvation, imprisonment,
imprisonment without due process, I
might add, and mass murder.

Capitalism has lifted more people out
of poverty than any other system. It is
capitalism that is the way out of pov-
erty, not socialism, not communism.

Two hundred years ago, at the birth
of capitalism, there were only about
600 million people in the world who
were not living in extreme poverty.
Today, due to the advance of cap-
italism, there are more than 6.5 billion
people who are not living in extreme
poverty. It was free-market capitalism
that led the way here, not government-
controlled socialism.

Since 1970, the percentage of the
world’s population living on the equiv-
alent of less than $1 a day has fallen by
more than 80 percent. Instead of mil-
lions starving to death due to socialism
and communism, capitalism has pulled
hundreds of millions of people out of
despair.

Socialism and anti-Semitism have
absolutely no place in America.

For those reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes” on the previous
question and ‘‘yes’’ on the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 83

Strike the first section after the resolving
clause and insert the following:

That upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 9) de-
nouncing the horrors of socialism. All points
of order against consideration of the concur-
rent resolution are waived. The amendment
printed in section 3 of this resolution shall
be considered as adopted. The concurrent
resolution, as amended, shall be considered
as read. All points of order against provi-
sions in the concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the concurrent
resolution and preamble, as amended, to
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Financial Services or
their respective designees.

At the end of the resolution, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 3. The amendment referred to in the
first section of this resolution is as follows:

‘“‘Page 3, line 4, add at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘“‘For purposes of the previous sentence, the
term ‘socialism’ does not include existing
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Federal programs and policies such as Medi-
care, Social Security, TRICARE, VA
Healthcare, the VA Home Loan program, VA
burial benefits, and VA homelessness pro-
grams.”’.”’

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 24 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BERGMAN) at 1 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 83; and

Adoption of House Resolution 83, if
ordered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, the remaining
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. CON. RES. 9, DENOUNCING
THE HORRORS OF SOCIALISM
AND H. RES. 76, REMOVING A
CERTAIN MEMBER FROM A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering
the previous question on the resolution
(H. Res. 83) providing for consideration
of the concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 9) denouncing the horrors of so-
cialism and providing for consideration
of the resolution (H. Res. 76) removing
a certain Member from a certain stand-
ing committee of the House, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 219, nays
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207, not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 101]

YEAS—219

Aderholt Gallagher Miller (WV)
Alford Garbarino Miller-Meeks
Allen Garcia, Mike Mills
Amodei Gimenez Molinaro
Armstrong Gonzales, Tony Moolenaar
Arrington Good (VA) Mooney
Babin Gooden (TX) Moore (AL)
Bacon Gosar Moore (UT)
Baird Granger Moran
Balderson Graves (LA) Murphy
Banks Graves (MO) Nehls
Barr Green (TN) Newhouse
Bean (FL) Gr(:‘:er'le (GA) Norman
Bentz Griffith Nunn (IA)
Bfergman Grothman Obernolte
Bice Guest 0Ogl

. . gles
Biggs Guthrie Owens
Bilirakis Hageman Palmer
Bishop (NC) Harris Perry
Boebert Harshbarger Prluzer
Bost Hern g
Brecheen Higgins (LA) Posey
Buchanan Hill Reschenthaler
Buck Hinson Rodgers (WA)
Bucshon Houchin Rogers (AL)
Burchett Hudson Rogers (KY)
Burgess Huizenga Rose
Burlison Hunt Rosendale
Calvert Issa Rouzer
Cammack Jackson (TX) Roy
Carl James Rutherford
Carter (GA) Johnson (LA) Salazar
Carter (TX) Johnson (OH) Santos
Chavez-DeRemer Johnson (SD) Scalise
Ciscomani Jordan Schweikert
Cline Joyce (OH) Scott, Austin
Cloud Joyce (PA) Self
Clyde Kean (NJ) Sessions
Cole Kelly (MS) Simpson
Collins Kelly (PA) Smith (MO)
Comer Kiggans (VA) Smith (NE)
Crane Kiley Smith (NJ)
Crawford Kim (CA) Smucker
Crenshaw Kustoff Spartz
Curtis LaHood Stauber
D’Esposito LaLota Steel
Davidson LaMalfa Stefanik
De La Cruz Lamborn Steil
D_esJarlals Langworthy Stewart
Diaz-Balart Latta Strong
Donalds LaTurner Tenney
Duarte Lawler Thompson (PA)
Duncan Lee (FL) Tiffany
Dunn (FL) Lesko Timmons
Edwards Letlow Turner
Ellzey Loudermilk Valadao
Emmer Lucas
Estes Luetkemeyer Van Drew
Ezell Luna Van Duyne
Fallon Luttrell Van Orden
Feenstra Mace Wagner
Ferguson Malliotakis Walberg
Finstad Mann Waltz
Fischbach Massie Weber (TX)
Fitzgerald Mast Webster (FL)
Fitzpatrick McCarthy Wenstrup
Fleischmann McCaul Westerman
Flood McClain Williams (NY)
Foxx MecClintock Williams (TX)
Franklin, C. McCormick Wilson (SC)

Scott McHenry Wittman
Fry Meuser Womack
Fulcher Miller (IL) Yakym
Gaetz Miller (OH) Zinke

NAYS—207

Adams Blumenauer Carbajal
Aguilar Blunt Rochester  Cardenas
Allred Bonamici Carson
Auchincloss Bowman Carter (LA)
Balint Boyle (PA) Cartwright
Barragan Brown Casar
Beatty Brownley Case
Bera Budzinski Casten
Beyer Bush Castor (FL)
Bishop (GA) Caraveo Castro (TX)

Cherfilus- Jacobs Pingree
McCormick Jayapal Pocan
Chu Jeffries Porter
Cicilline Johnson (GA) Quigley
Clark (MA) Kamlager-Dove Ramirez
Clarke (NY) Kaptur Raskin
Cleaver Keating Ross
Clyburn Kelly (IL) Ruiz
Connolly Khanna Ruppersberger
Correa Kildee Ryan
Costa Kilmer Salinas
Courtney Kim (NJ) Sanchez
Craig Krishnamoorthi  Sarbanes
Crockett Kuster Scanlon
Crow Landsman Schakowsky
Cuellar Larsen (WA) Schiff
Davids (KS) Larson (CT) Schneider
Dayvis (IL) Lee (CA) Scholten
Davis (NC) Lee (NV) Schrier
Dean (PA) Lee (PA) Scott (VA)
DeGette Leger Fernandez Scott, David
DeLauro Levin Sewell
DelBene Lieu Sherman
Deluzio Lofgren Sherrill
DeSaulnier Lynch Slotkin
Dingell Magaziner Smith (WA)
Doggett Manning Sorensen
Escobar Matsui Soto
Eshoo McBath Spanberger
Espaillat McCollum Stansbury
Evans McGarvey Stanton
Fletcher McGovern Stevens
Foster Meeks Strickland
Foushee Menendez Swalwell
Frankel, Lois Meng Sykes
Frost Mfume Takano
Gallego Moore (WI) Thanedar
Garamendi Morelle Thompson (CA)
Garcia (TX) Moskowitz Thompson (MS)
Garcia, Robert Moulton Titus
Golden (ME) Mrvan Tlaib
Goldman (NY) Mullin Tokuda
Gomez Nadler Tonko
Gonzalez, Napolitano Torres (CA)
Vicente Neal Torres (NY)
Gottheimer Neguse Trahan
Green, Al (TX) Nickel Trone
Grijalva Norcross Underwood
Harder (CA) Ocasio-Cortez Vargas
Hayes Omar Vasquez
Higgins (NY) Pallone Veasey
Himes Panetta Velazquez
Horsford Pappas Wasserman
Houlahan Pascrell Schultz
Hoyer Payne Waters
Hoyle (OR) Pelosi Watson Coleman
Huffman Peltola Wexton
Ivey Perez Wild
Jackson (IL) Peters Williams (GA)
Jackson (NC) Phillips Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—8

Carey Jackson Lee Pressley
Cohen Pence Steube
Garela (IL) Pettersen
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Mses. CRAIG, JAYAPAL, Messrs.
PETERS, LARSON of Connecticut, and
CORREA changed their vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. FRY, CRAWFORD, and CAL-
VERT changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’
to “‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the adoption of the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 218, noes 209,
not voting 7, as follows:

This
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Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera

Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal

[Roll No. 102]

AYES—218

Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gongzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)

NOES—209

Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
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Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Owens
Palmer
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster

Foushee Lofgren Sanchez
Frankel, Lois Lynch Sarbanes
Frost Magaziner Scanlon
Gallego Manning Schakowsky
Garamendi Matsui Schiff
Garcia (TX) McBath Schneider
Garcia, Robert McCollum Scholten
Golden (ME) McGarvey Schrier
Goldman (NY) McGovern Scott (VA)
Gomez Meeks Scott, David
Gogzalez, Menendez Sewell

V1ce1}be Meng Sherman
Gottheimer Mfume Sherrill
gr‘eleI; Al (TX) ﬁoorlel (WI) Slotkin

rijalva orelle X
Harder (CA) Moskowitz 22;2%15;‘:&
Hayes Moulton S

Lo oto
Higgins (NY) Mrvan S

X N panberger
Himes Mullin Stansbury
Horsford Nadler Stanton
Houlahan Napolitano
Hoyer Neal Ste?’ens
Hoyle (OR) Neguse Strickland
Huffman Nickel Swalwell
Ivey Norcross Sykes
Jackson (IL) Ocasio-Cortez Takano
Jackson (NC) Omar Thanedar
Jacobs Pallone Thompson (CA)
Jayapal Panetta Tpompson (MS)
Jeffries Pappas T1tqs
Johnson (GA) Pascrell Tlaib
Kamlager-Dove  Payne Tokuda
Kaptur Pelosi Tonko
Keating Peltola Torres (CA)
Kelly (IL) Perez Torres (NY)
Khanna Peters Trahan
Kildee Pettersen Trone
Kilmer Phillips Underwood
Kim (NJ) Pingree Vargas
Krishnamoorthi ~ Pocan Vasquez
Kuster Porter Veasey
Landsman Pressley Velazquez
Larsen (WA) Quigley Wasserman
Larson (CT) Ramirez Schultz
Lee (CA) Raskin Waters
Lee (NV) Ross Watson Coleman
Lee (PA) Ruiz Wexton
Leger Fernandez Ruppersberger Wild
Levin Ryan Williams (GA)
Lieu Salinas Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—T7
Cohen Jackson Lee Steube
Fulcher LaLota
Garcla (IL) Pence
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Mr. GALLEGO changed his vote from
“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

STOPPING HOME OFFICE WORK’S
UNPRODUCTIVE PROBLEMS ACT
OF 2023

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 75, I call up the
bill (H.R. 139) to require Executive
agencies to submit to Congress a study
of the impacts of expanded telework
and remote work by agency employees
during the COVID-19 pandemic and a
plan for the agency’s future use of
telework and remote work, and for
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KUSTOFF). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 75, the bill is considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 139

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Stopping
Home Office Work’s Unproductive Problems
Act of 2023 or the ‘“SHOW UP Act of 2023”.
SEC. 2. REINSTATEMENT OF PRE-PANDEMIC

TELEWORK POLICIES, PRACTICES,
AND LEVELS FOR EXECUTIVE AGEN-
CIES.

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, each agency shall rein-
state and apply the telework policies, prac-
tices, and levels of the agency as in effect on
December 31, 2019, and may not expand any
such policy, practices, or levels until the
date that an agency plan is submitted to
Congress with a certification by the Director
of the Office of Personnel Management under
section 3.

SEC. 3. STUDY, PLAN, AND CERTIFICATION RE-
GARDING EXECUTIVE AGENCY
TELEWORK POLICIES, PRACTICES,
AND LEVELS FOR EXECUTIVE AGEN-
CIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
head of each agency, in consultation with
the Director, shall submit to Congress—

(1) a study on the impacts on the agency
and its mission of expanding telework by its
employees during the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic
that commenced in 2019, including an anal-
ysis of—

(A) any adverse impacts of that expansion
on the agency’s performance of its mission,
including the performance of customer serv-
ice by the agency;

(B) any costs to the agency during that ex-
pansion attributable to—

(i) owning, leasing, or maintaining under-
utilized real property; or

(ii) paying higher rates of locality pay to
teleworking employees as a result of incor-
rectly classifying such employees as tele-
workers rather than remote workers;

(C) any degree to which the agency failed
during that expansion to provide tele-
working employees with secure network ca-
pacity, communications tools, necessary and
secure access to appropriate agency data as-
sets and Federal records, and equipment suf-
ficient to enable each such employee to be
fully productive;

(D) any degree to which that expansion fa-
cilitated dispersal of the agency workforce
around the Nation; and

(E) any other impacts of that expansion
that the agency or the Director considers ap-
propriate;

(2) any agency plan to expand telework
policies, practices, or levels beyond those in
place as a result of section 2; and

(3) a certification by the Director that
such plan will—

(A) have a substantial positive effect on—

(i) the performance of the agency’s mis-
sion, including the performance of customer
service;

(ii) increasing the level of dispersal of
agency personnel throughout the Nation;
and

(iii) the reversal of any adverse impact set
forth pursuant to paragraph (1)(D);

(B) substantially lower the agency’s costs
of owning, leasing, or maintaining real prop-
erty;

(C) substantially lower the agency’s costs
attributable to paying locality pay to agency
personnel working from locations outside
the pay locality of their position’s official
worksite; and

(D) ensure that teleworking employees will
be provided with secure network capacity,
communications tools, necessary and secure
access to appropriate agency data assets and
Federal records, and equipment sufficient to
enable each such employee to be fully pro-
ductive, without substantially increasing the
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agency’s overall costs for secure network ca-
pacity, communications tools, and equip-
ment.

(b) LIMITATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—An agency may not imple-
ment the plan submitted under subsection
(a)(2) unless a certification by the Director
was issued under subsection (a)(3).

(2) SUBSEQUENT PLANS.—In the event an
initial agency plan submitted under sub-
section (a)(2) fails to receive such certifi-
cation, the agency may submit to the Direc-
tor subsequent plans until such certification
is received, and submit such plan and certifi-
cation to Congress.

(c¢) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘agency’ has the meaning
given the term ‘‘Executive agency’ in sec-
tion 105 of title 5, United States Code;

(2) the term ‘‘Director’” means the Director
of the Office of Personnel Management;

(3) the term ‘‘locality pay’’ means locality
pay provided for under section 5304 or 5304a
of such title; and

(4) the terms ‘‘telework” and ‘‘tele-
working’ have the meaning given those
terms in section 6501 of such title, and in-
clude remote work.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Account-
ability or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
COMER) and the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. COMER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the measure under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 139, the Stopping Home Office
Work’s Unproductive Problems Act, or
the SHOW UP Act.

This legislation is urgent. The Fed-
eral workforce needs to get back to
work. Federal agencies are falling
short of their missions. They are not
carrying out their duties. They are
failing the American people.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, most
of the Federal workforce stayed home.
They relied on telework because they
could, but as the rest of America went
back to work in person, many Federal
workers did not.

The American people have suffered as
a result. They have waited for months
for their tax refunds from the IRS.
They have waited for months for the
Social Security Administration to an-
swer their questions and provide them
benefits.

Our veterans have even waited for
months to get their medical records
from the National Archives. The Na-
tional Archives is responsible for main-
taining medical records for our vet-
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erans, but our veterans could not get
access to these records because the Na-
tional Archives staff were at home.

This is unacceptable, and it should be
downright embarrassing to these agen-
cies.

The American people have struggled
with high inflation, scarce goods, pro-
longed and disruptive lockdowns, and
other hardships. Meanwhile, the Biden
administration has showered Federal
workers with perks and pay increases
all while working from home, but Fed-
eral employees not being in the work-
place hurt the Federal Government’s
ability to achieve its missions and de-
liver vital programs.

House Republicans have fought hard
to find out just how expanded telework
has decreased agencies’ ability to de-
liver services to our constituents. We
have tried to get this information from
the Biden administration, but to no
avail.

During the last Congress, as the
House Oversight and Reform Com-
mittee ranking member, I wrote to the
administration, requesting information
on Federal workforce return-to-work
policies. The Biden administration
failed to provide adequate responses to
our inquiries. Instead, it kept expanded
telework policies in place long after
the pandemic was over, and it used its
expanded telework policies not to help
our constituents but to help recruit
new employees to the Federal Govern-
ment.

The Federal workforce already en-
joys many perks not enjoyed by the
private sector, including unparalleled
job stability, healthy retirement bene-
fits, and reliable pay-growth expecta-
tions. One would have thought that, as
the pandemic wound down, Federal
workers would have returned to their
offices just as private-sector workers
across the Nation did. That is not the
case.

According to the Office of Personnel
Management’s most recent report on
telework, 47 percent of Federal workers
teleworked routinely or situationally
in fiscal year 2021. That was a 2 percent
increase over fiscal year 2020, the year
in which the pandemic struck.

According to a Federal Times report
this past October, just one in three
Federal workers had returned to their
office full time in 2022.

Just last week, The Wall Street Jour-
nal reported that a new study by
Cushman & Wakefield found only 5 per-
cent of the prepandemic workforce re-
turned to work in federally leased
buildings in Washington, D.C., in Octo-
ber and November.
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The Federal Government’s abuse of
telework has gotten so bad that Wash-
ington, D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser has
called on President Biden to suspend
the telework policies for Federal work-
ers or turn over Federal buildings in
D.C. for conversion to affordable hous-
ing.

The current OPM Director has stated
that Federal employees are actually
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getting transfers to agencies where
they can telework more—not so they
can serve our constituents and the
American citizenry the best.

The SHOW UP Act offers a much-
needed solution to the problem of Fed-
eral agencies and Federal employees
putting their own comfort before our
constituents’ needs.

It requires Federal agencies to imme-
diately return to prepandemic levels of
telework. This ensures that from the
day of enactment, priority number one
for the Federal workforce will be
prompt and effective service to our
constituents, not increasing the perks
for an already privileged Federal bu-
reaucracy.

The SHOW UP Act also requires a
governmentwide review of pandemic-
era teleworking policies. This will help
Congress see how much expanded
telework either improved or harmed
agency-by-agency effectiveness, costs,
and network security across our vast
Federal Government.

The bill would prevent the Biden ad-
ministration from Ilocking in higher
levels of telework until Congress re-
ceives detailed plans on how mission
performance would be impacted.

If the agencies’ plans show increased
telework would substantially improve
agency performance, lower agency
costs, ensure agency network security,
and better disperse Federal employees

across the Nation, then increased
telework can then be considered as an
option, but not wuntil increased

telework has been proven to better
serve our constituents and the Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this vital legislation, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

We strongly oppose this bill, which is
an assault on all the progress we have
made over the last several years in
telework policy. Telework has
strengthened private and public work-
places across the land, enhanced pro-
ductivity, increased efficiency, im-
proved the morale and satisfaction of
the workforce, reduced traffic conges-
tion, and made positive environmental
changes.

When the chairman says it is time to
return to work, I believe this is a mis-
nomer because people who participate
in telework are working. They are al-
ready working, and so they don’t need
to return to work.

This bill would take a sledgehammer
to Federal telework policy and law,
which the sponsors seem completely
oblivious to, and you can hardly blame
them because the leadership brings this
measure forward without the benefit of
even a single hearing in the Oversight
Committee, which means Congress has
not heard from the Office of Personnel
Management or any of the Federal
agency chiefs, and it has not heard
from any Federal workers or their col-
lective bargaining representatives. It
hasn’t heard from any of the stake-
holders other than secondhand, I guess,



February 1, 2023

through hearsay the Mayor of Wash-
ington, D.C., who mnot surprisingly
seems to be resistant, at least accord-
ing to that report, to telework policy.

This is an arbitrary effort to roll
back all of the progress that has been
made under legislation and administra-
tive rules over the last decade without
any participation at all of the Kkey
stakeholders.

The bill falsely equates the develop-
ment of telework as part of a balanced
Federal workplace policy by OPM and
the agencies with the sudden and near
complete shift to virtual work in cer-
tain sectors because of the pandemic.
Those are two completely different
things.

This conflation produces nothing but
confusion, and the bill is a wrecking
ball against telework policy, which has
been a critical success in so many
workplaces.

Colleagues, the workplace is chang-
ing because of extraordinary new tech-
nology and a new focus on productivity
and efficiency as opposed to industrial-
age assembly-line seating and com-
mand-and-control work relations.

Before the pandemic, hybrid and re-
mote work were already growing far
more prevalent across professions, par-
ticularly for jobs performed in an office
setting. The pandemic accelerated
these dynamics not only in the Federal
workplace but even more dramatically
in the private sector.

From fiscal year 2019 to 2020, as we
entered the pandemic, Federal
telework doubled from roughly 500,000
people to more than a million. Prac-
tically overnight, traditional barriers
to telework, such as technological ob-
stacles and management resistance,
began to disappear. Federal agencies
implemented sweeping new guidelines
as an essential tool for the continuity
of government operations.

The pandemic, of course, will not last
forever. Indeed, the President an-
nounced that he plans to end the public
health emergency on May 11. The Fed-
eral Government will not maintain a
pandemic-level telework posture in
perpetuity, but we cannot ignore the
lessons that we have learned over the
last several years.

As OPM put it in its 2021 annual re-
port on the status of telework, ‘‘there
is no going back.” Enhanced demand in
the national workforce and among Fed-
eral employees will continue as work-
ers and supervisors report greatly en-
hanced productivity and focus from
flexible work practices that reduce
time wasted in endless in-person meet-
ings, watercooler gossip sessions, and
the proverbial BS sessions that over-
come SO many people’s offices.

According to a survey by The Con-
ference Board, 82 percent of companies
are going to offer hybrid work options
to employees going forward, and the
number of private companies willing to
let at least some portion of their work-
force go fully remote has tripled to an
astonishing 36 percent.

In another survey, 63 percent of em-
ployees rated the value of 2 to 3 days
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being able to work from home as equiv-
alent to a pay raise.

To remain competitive with the pri-
vate sector with which we compete, the
Federal Government must offer reason-
able telework options. OPM says it
will, observing that we must appreciate
the sea change in the American labor
market.

Telework saves money, helps the gov-
ernment recruit top talent, reduces
traffic gridlock, makes environmental
sense, and ensures a continuity of oper-
ations at agencies that Americans rely
on every single day. It is a lifeline for
people who have disabilities or are
immunocompromised, and it offers dra-
matically expanded opportunities for
people living in more rural areas to
enter and sustain a career in the Fed-
eral service.

We cannot enter a time machine and
simply wish away the utility of
telework in recruiting and retaining
new generations of Federal workers.
We should embrace telework as part of
a balanced workplace policy to pro-
mote employee satisfaction and overall
mission outcome.

OPM Director Kiran Ahuja offers a
clear-eyed vision for the future in her
annual report saying, ‘‘Federal agen-
cies must continue to embrace work-
place flexibilities, such as telework, to
remain competitive for top talent. De-
cisions about telework, however, must
be driven by delivery of mission. We all
work for the American public, and how
we best serve them needs to be the
paramount consideration.”

That means telework does not make
sense for every worker in every office
or every activity. If you are guarding
the Capitol, obviously you need to be
present. If you are researching groups
that were involved in the insurrection
against the Capitol, you might be able
to work part of that time virtually.

Processing paper tax returns at the
IRS may indeed require in-person
work.

I will note that although people are
blaming the problems with IRS respon-
siveness on telework, that does not
make sense to me. Telephone work is
something that can be done from the
office, home office, or somewhere else,
which is why we have been, on our side
of the aisle, invested in increasing staff
at the IRS because our constituents
are so frustrated with being left on the
phone and not getting answers re-
turned about when they will be getting
their IRS refund.

In the Inflation Reduction Act, we
added 5,000 new positions for people on
the phones to respond to our constitu-
ents. I know that some of our col-
leagues across the aisle have opposed
additional funding for IRS positions,
and that is surely a far more likely cul-
prit than whatever telework policies
are in place over at the IRS.

The Biden administration’s telework
guidance seeks to strike a balance be-
tween getting people who need to be in
person back in the office safely and
helping agencies design their post-pan-
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demic telework plans to build off the
prior successes of this policy.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX).

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, let me state
a simple fact that has evidently been
forgotten in Washington: The Federal
workforce’s primary imperative should
always be to promptly serve the Amer-
ican people.

Unfortunately, what the American
people have experienced over the past 2
years is the exact opposite of what
they deserve. Thanks to the Federal
Government’s pandemic-era telework
policies which were instituted by bu-
reaucrats in Washington, delay and dis-
array might as well have become hall-
marks of Federal agencies and depart-
ments.

According to a Federal Times report
from October of last year, just one in
three Federal workers has returned to
his or her office in a full-time capacity.
It is abundantly clear that something
must change, and House Republicans
have the solution.

Mr. Speaker, I am particularly
pleased to serve as a cosponsor of H.R.
139, the SHOW UP Act, that is spon-
sored by Oversight and Accountability
Committee Chairman JAMES COMER.
Under this legislation, the Biden ad-
ministration would be prevented from
cementing pandemic-era telework poli-
cies for the Federal workforce until it
provides Congress with a viable plan to
avoid the negative impacts of remote
work.

Yet again, House Republicans are
acting on our commitment to the
American people to ensure a govern-
ment that is accountable.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that the en-
tire Federal workforce returns to its
in-person capacity and fulfills its re-
sponsibilities to the American people. I
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 139.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I will tell you a story about a couple
that both work for the Federal Govern-
ment. Barlier this month, the spouse of
an Army servicemember, seeking ap-
proval to go work overseas for the
State Department, contacted the Over-
sight Committee because she was being
forced to decide between quitting her
very successful Federal career for the
State Department or returning to
Washington, D.C., to continue her Fed-
eral service without her husband and
her two children.

Her agency was fighting desperately
to maintain her expertise and was per-
fectly fine with her performing her du-
ties from overseas with her husband,
who is in the Army who was being relo-
cated over there.

Luckily, we were able to help make
sure that her overseas telework request
was approved.

Now, is that someone who is not real-
ly working? Do we want to tell her to
get back to work?
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Her situation is common for thou-
sands of families in the Federal work-
force where you have one member who
is in the military who is being relo-
cated, the other who might be working
at a site in Washington who is now able
to work out the terms of service under
the telework policy, but that is pre-
cisely an element of the policy that
will be crushed by the legislation that
has been brought forward without the
benefit of a single hearing in the Over-
sight and Accountability Committee.

Despite the fact that our colleagues
have said that they will only bring leg-
islation to the floor after there has
been a hearing—and we are just a few
weeks into the session—this legislation
comes forward without hearing from
anybody like this constituent who was
being put in such a tough posture or
the Directors of the agencies or the
head of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement who is in charge of actually
supervising and coordinating overall
telework policy and making the annual
report to Congress.

Telework is a vital tool for the gov-
ernment to recruit and retain and grow
the talented workforce we need to
make the Federal Government work. It
ensures that Federal workers can serve
the Nation even during disasters.
Again, it was the preexisting telework
policy that established the infrastruc-
ture that made for such a relatively
smooth transition when we got into
the pandemic.

I have to say that denials of telework
for the spouses of military personnel
are still common, and they are con-
sequential, and they would be perva-
sive if the legislation passed. I hope
that all our colleagues will reject this
and at the very least send it back to
the Oversight Committee for some real
hearings so we can talk about what
this really means.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FALLON).
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Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, this is about common
sense. For 2 years, our constituents
have been calling our office and won-
dering why the IRS, the Social Secu-
rity Administration, and the VA aren’t
answering their phones, why can’t they
get in-person meetings with Federal
workers, why they have to talk to a
robot on the phone for hours, or wait
for months on end just for an email up-
date on their case.

Well, today, Mr. Speaker, House Re-
publicans are going to stop the lacka-
daisical policies of the Biden adminis-
tration. The SHOW UP Act is a won-
derful bill that I am proud to support.
It is going to make an end to COVID an
actual reality.

Federal workers should do the same
thing that the private sector industry
has done, which is they have gotten
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back to work for over 18 months, in
large measure. It is time the Federal
workers get back to work and start
serving the American people to their
full capacity.

This bill requires Federal agencies to
return to the 2019 pre-pandemic
telework levels within 30 days; reason-
able, commonsense. The bill requires
that Federal agencies show Congress
how pandemic-era telework impacted
their missions. Finally, the bill re-
quires new oversight for agencies that
seek to expand telework.

This oversight will help save money
and create jobs outside the D.C. belt-
way. It is important to stress that this
bill is not some radical notion. We are
not ending all telework. We are just
snapping back to 2019 pre-pandemic
levels and ensuring a reasonable path-
way for agencies to retain telework
employees and, under the right condi-
tions, allow for expansion of telework.

The bottom line is the pandemic is
over. The American people need Fed-
eral Government to function. And in
order to do that, we need our workers
back. The IRS has failed to give Ameri-
cans their refunds in a timely manner
for 3 years running, and as late as last
year, still had 12.4 million returns to
process.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding additional
time.

Mr. Speaker, the Veterans Affairs
Administration has hundreds of thou-
sands of backlogged claims. As for the
Social Security Administration, The
Washington Post states, ‘““More than 1
million disabled Americans, many of
them poor and elderly, are waiting
months or years to hear whether they
will receive benefits. Processing times
have doubled in some States and al-
most tripled in others.”

So long as the American people are
not getting the services this govern-
ment is mandated to provide, we are
not operating a government for, by,
and of the people.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
address two points. One, let’s grab the
bull by the horns with this IRS point.
The President’s budget included $80 bil-
lion to increase staffing and to update
technology at the IRS so our constitu-
ents can get their calls returned. If you
are waiting for your IRS tax refund,
that is something that you have
planned on. That is part of your family
budget. If it is stuck somehow, it is ex-
tremely frustrating for people not to be
able to get through.

Now they, bizarrely to my mind,
blame telework for this, and they op-
pose the $80 billion. I think they say
that will create 75,000 or 100,000 new
IRS agents who will be chasing work-
ing-class people around the country.

On the contrary, we have a report
showing the $80 billion will produce

The
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$200 billion in new revenue and it is
rich people who are the ones who are
being protected by the refusal of my
colleagues to invest in the IRS.

Telework is a complete distraction.
It is an absolute red herring. It has
nothing to do with whether or not you
want to invest in the IRS or not.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
MFUME), my colleague.

Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member of the Committee
on Oversight and Reform, Mr. RASKIN,
for yielding this time.

A couple quick things. H.R. 139 is an
overly broad proposal that stretches
across the entirety of the Federal Gov-
ernment workplace to say that each
and every telework policy, practice,
and procedure implemented in response
to the global health crisis must end im-
mediately in 30 days because a major-
ity of the House of Representatives
says so.

Well, let’s remember that in the word
‘“‘telework,” the last four letters are w-
o-r-k. People who telework are work-
ing. They are working day in and day
out. And they have been working
through the crisis, working to get us
back to where we need to be.

The bill says that the rest of America
must then take time to study the ma-
jority of our edict today to see if it
made sense in the first place.

Now, if that is not a classic case of
putting the cart before the horse or the
tail wagging the dog, I don’t know. I do
know that this is not how a delibera-
tive body, particularly this Chamber,
should operate. We should at least have
a hearing on this, bring in the proper
agencies, review this in a real sort of
way, and then figure out what we do.
To act this way creates a real problem.
The solution, I think, is looking for a
problem, and this is not the place it
ought to be.

We have not talked with OPM. We
have not talked with Federal agencies.
We have really not talked with the
IRS. We just condemn them. You have
to remember, the 5,000 IRS agents we
were trying to put in place on this side
of the aisle were to augment what they
were doing. The IRS has been slow in
terms of responding. This was an effort
to speed that up.

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Kentucky’s First District,
Mr. COMER, and I, I think, want to get
to one thing, and that is the idea of
greater productivity, but I would ask
that we think about another way to try
to do this.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a Department of Defense Inspector
General report dated March 30, 2021.
The full report can be found at: https:/
www.dodig.mil/reports.html/Article/
25657812/ evaluation-of-access-to-depart-
ment-of-defense-information-tech-
nology-and-commun/.
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[March 30, 2021]

RESULTS IN BRIEF—EVALUATION OF ACCESS TO
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY AND COMMUNICATIONS DURING
THE CORONAVIRUS DISEASE-2019 PANDEMIC

OBJECTIVE

The objective of this evaluation was to de-
termine the extent to which DoD Compo-
nents provided access to DoD information
technology and communications during the
coronavirus disease-2019 (COVID-19) Pan-
demic.

BACKGROUND

In May 2006, the President issued the Na-
tional Strategy for Pandemic Influenza Im-
plementation Plan that requires Federal
agencies to develop plans to maintain infor-
mation technology and communications sys-
tems to continue operations during a pan-
demic. In response, the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Homeland Defense and Global
Security (ASD[HD&GS]) issued the DoD Im-
plementation Plan for Pandemic Influenza
(DoD Implementation Plan) in August 2006
to ensure the continuity of essential func-
tions in the event of a pandemic. The DoD
Implementation Plan states that during a
pandemic, special consideration must be
given to social distancing in the workplace
through teleworking. DoD Components’ pan-
demic plans should include the use of
laptops, high-speed telecommunications
links, and other systems that enable per-
sonnel to perform essential functions while
teleworking. The plans should also include
the requirement to test telework procedures,
the impact of Government-wide mandated
telework on internal networks, and backup
plans for communications infrastructure.

Apart from DoD pandemic planning, the
DoD Telework Policy states that telework
will be actively promoted and implemented
throughout the DoD in support of emergency
preparedness. The policy recognizes that dur-
ing a pandemic, essential and non-essential
personnel and Service members may be
asked to telework; therefore, periodic
telework exercises are required to ensure its
effectiveness in continuing operations and an
efficient transition to telework in the event
of a pandemic.

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic,
DoD Components began transitioning to
maximum telework in mid-March 2020. On
March 18, 2020, the Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense issued a memorandum
stating that DoD Components could execute
their pandemic plans, or portions of their
plans, at any time to ensure the ability to
perform their essential functions.

To determine the extent to which DoD
Components provided access to DoD informa-
tion technology and communications during
maximum telework in response to the
COVID-19 pandemic, we administered a 43-
question survey to a sample of DoD military
and civilian personnel. In August 2020, we in-
vited 269,282 DoD military and civilian per-
sonnel to respond to our survey to share
their teleworking experiences from March 15
through August 26, 2020. We received a total
of 56,057 responses, comprising 7,323 military
and 48,734 civilian personnel, for a 20.8 per-
cent overall response rate. We also con-
ducted interviews with officials from the
DoD Office of the Chief Information Officer,
the DoD COVID-19 Telework Readiness Task
Force, and the Offices of the Chief Informa-
tion Officer for 10 DoD Components to obtain
their perspectives on the infrastructure es-
tablished to support the increased number of
teleworking personnel.

FINDING

According to the 54,665 respondents who re-
ported their telework status, the DoD
transitioned 88.2 percent of respondents to
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full- or part-time telework from March 15,
2020 through August 26, 2020, during the
COVID-19 pandemic. Of the 11.8 percent of re-
spondents who continued to work on site, the
most common reasons provided by survey re-
spondents for not teleworking were that
their work could not be performed while
teleworking, or they were not eligible to
telework. Of those who teleworked, survey
respondents reported problems accessing
DoD Component networks, voice and video
teleconference applications, and identified
shortfalls in Government-furnished equip-
ment available to DoD personnel when their
Components first transitioned to maximum
telework in mid-March 2020. However, the
problems cited in survey responses lessened
over time as the DoD increased its network
availability and capacity, added voice and
video conferencing applications, and pur-
chased and distributed computer and com-
munications equipment.

Based on the results of the survey and
interviews with DoD officials, the DoD’s ini-
tial challenges occurred because some DoD
Components had not fully tested whether
their information systems could support
Government-wide mandated telework and
had not conducted telework exercises with
their personnel before March 2020 as required
by the DoD Implementation Plan and the
DoD Telework Policy. Therefore, some DoD
Components were unprepared for the net-
work and communications limitations, as
well as equipment and application shortfalls,
uncovered by the transition to maximum
telework. While the Marine Corps, Defense
Contract Audit Agency (DCAA), Defense In-
formation Systems Agency (DISA), and the
Defense Logistics Agency (DLA) were able to
immediately transition to maximum
telework, the Army, Navy, Air Force, De-
fense Contract Management Agency (DCMA),
Defense Finance Accounting Service (DFAS),
and Defense Health Agency (DHA) faced
challenges during the transition.

The ability of DoD personnel to perform
essential and non-essential tasks while on
maximum telework depends on DoD Compo-
nents’ ability to provide enough network ca-
pacity, communication tools, and equipment
to enable the DoD’s essential and non-essen-
tial personnel to stay mission-ready and pro-
ductive while in a telework status. Some
teleworking personnel reported that they
found their own alternative solutions includ-
ing the use of unauthorized video confer-
encing applications and personal laptops,
printers, and cell phones to complete their
work because some DoD Components were
unprepared for maximum telework. However,
using unauthorized applications or sharing
DoD information over improperly secured
devices, even temporarily, increases the risk
of exposing sensitive departmental informa-
tion that could impact national security and
DoD missions.

Overall, DoD Components and the majority
of survey respondents expressed positive
maximum telework experiences. Specifi-
cally, 88.1 percent of survey respondents
stated that their productivity level remained
the same or increased during maximum
telework, regardless of their Component’s
initial telework challenges. Many survey re-
spondents reported a desire to telework regu-
larly in the future (37,146 responses) and ex-
pressed appreciation for commuting less
often (27,711 responses), better work-life bal-
ance (25,508 responses), and more flexible
work hours (22,461 responses).

RECOMMENDATIONS

We recommend that the ASDHD&GS) re-
vise the DoD Implementation Plan for Pan-
demic Influenza to update planning assump-
tions with the use of telework for essential
and non-essential personnel, align the DoD
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Implementation Plan with the DoD
Telework Policy, and require DoD Compo-
nents to update their plans to include re-
vised assumptions regarding telework for
personnel and the resources required to sup-
port the teleworking workforce.

We recommend that the Under Secretary
of Defense for Policy (USD[P]), in coordina-
tion with the Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness, establish manage-
ment oversight procedures to verify that
DoD Components have performed the test-
ing, training, and exercise requirements of
the DoD Implementation Plan and the DoD
Telework Policy. The oversight procedures
should assess the ability of DoD Components
to support Government-wide mandated
telework, including the results of tests of
network and communications systems and
telework exercises with personnel.

MANAGEMENT COMMENTS AND OUR RESPONSE

The Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for
Policy (DUSD[P]), responding for the USD(P)
and the ASD(HD&GS) did not respond to the
recommendation to require DoD Components
to update their Pandemic Plans to include
revised assumptions regarding telework for
personnel and the resources required to sup-
port the teleworking workforce. Therefore,
the recommendation is unresolved. We re-
quest that the ASDMHD&GS) provide com-
ments on the final report.

The DUSD(P) did not agree or disagree
with the other two recommendations in the
report. However, the DUSD(P) stated that
the ASD(HD&GS) would work with the Joint
Staff and the U.S. Northern Command to in-
clude the use of telework for essential and
non-essential personnel in the Functional
Campaign Plan—Pandemics and Infectious
Diseases, which will replace the DoD Imple-
mentation Plan for Pandemic Influenza, and
align the plan with the DoD Telework Pol-
icy. In addition, the DUSD(P) stated that the
ASD(HD&GS) would also work with the
Joint Staff to include the use of telework for
essential and non-essential personnel in the
Global Integration Framework—Pandemics
and Infectious Diseases.

Furthermore, the DUSD(P) stated that her
office would support and advocate for over-
sight procedures to verify that DoD Compo-
nents performed the testing, training, and
exercise requirements of the Global Integra-
tion Framework—Pandemics and Infectious
Diseases, the Functional Campaign Plan—
Pandemics and Infectious Diseases, the DoD
Telework Policy, and the Pandemic Plans.
Therefore, the recommendations are re-
solved, but will remain open until the
ASD(HD&GS) updates the Functional Cam-
paign Plan—Pandemics and Infectious Dis-
eases and the Global Integration Frame-
work—Pandemics and Infectious Diseases to
include the use of telework for essential and
non-essential personnel and USD(P) provides
oversight procedures for verifying that DoD
Components performed the required testing,
training, and exercises.

Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, based on
56,000 respondents to its survey, 88 per-
cent of the Department of Defense re-
spondents found telework accommoda-
tions increased their overall produc-
tivity. This is not my imagination.
This is how thousands and thousands of
them responded in the survey.

A similar 2021 survey conducted by
the American Federation of Govern-
ment Employees, which represents
700,000 Federal employees all across the
country, found that 62 percent of them
surveyed thought significantly that
their productivity had been increased
while teleworking based on what their
previous levels were.
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So Federal workers are performing
for the American people and have been
under the most difficult circumstances
even before we got to COVID. I know
that because I, like many of you, had a
chance to speak to so many of them.

As the chair of the Subcommittee on
Government Operations, this par-
ticular issue is welcomed before the
subcommittee. I will convene hearings
next week so that we can figure out
where we are in a bipartisan way and
move forward.

Mr. Speaker, I would make one point.
Federal workers are not here in Wash-
ington, D.C., alone. That is the mis-
nomer. Federal workers are in
everybody’s district in this entire Con-
gress. They are looking to us to try to
find a way to help them, not to punish
them in 30 days. We are not going to
save money on gas. We are not going to
save money on energy. We are just
going to go back to where we are.

Mr. Speaker, I would strongly urge
that this measure be defeated.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DONALDS).

Mr. DONALDS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, in short, the pandemic
is over. It is time for Federal employ-
ees to go back to the office.

I find it interesting in this debate
that one of the things that is occurring
right now is that the President’s budg-
et is due next week. We are in the mid-
dle of this calamity around debt ceiling
which the President, by the way, has
led us to. His budget is due next week,
and he is telling everybody he needs
another month.

I wonder if this is because some of his
own budget staff aren’t in the office.
This is something that should have
been done long ago. If the President
was doing his job being the leader of
the executive branch, those employees
would have been back. Since Congress
is the body responsible for appro-
priating funds to the executive branch
and the President does not do his job of
making sure it is working effectively,
then Congress does have a responsi-
bility to make sure that these employ-
ees come back and get back to work.
Life has been happening here in the
people’s House.

A couple of things: It has already
been said about the IRS delays. It is
shocking that right now it takes 2 to 4
months to get assigned an agent. If you
call the IRS, you won’t get a call back
for 4 weeks.

It is also important to understand
that right now it takes 30 days for
USCIS to respond to a Congressional
inquiry. There are many backlogs at
the VA; some of them almost 2 years,
197,000 backlogs. How is that affecting
the men and women who have served
our country with honor and with dig-
nity?

Mr. Speaker, this is simple stuff.
Most of the American people have gone
back to work. All we are saying is let’s
go back to pre-pandemic protocols
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which does have telework provisions
throughout all of the Federal agencies.
It is clear, looking at the backlogs that
have occurred through COVID-19 and
continuing, the extended telework situ-
ation in the Federal agencies is not
working for the American people.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues should be
supporting this legislation. This is
good legislation. It will help all of the
American people and, frankly, help the
President probably pass his budget on
time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, they complain about
delays at the IRS and then they oppose
funding to assist the overwhelmed
workforce at the IRS, which is stag-
gering under the weight of all of these
obligations.

This is the first time I have heard
that telework was the source of the
problem, but apparently, that is what
it is this week. Of course, we haven’t
had a real hearing so we have had no
witnesses on it; somebody has appar-
ently just dreamed that up.

It has just been linked to the debt
ceiling. Interesting that my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle has voted
to lift the debt ceiling three different
times under Donald Trump, who in-
creased the debt of the United States
single-handedly by more than 20 per-
cent. All of the debt of the United
States under one President. More than
20 percent.

Mr. Speaker, let’s get back to the
issue at hand.

Members of Congress make very
strange opponents of telework policy,
not because we don’t work hard, be-
cause I think we do work hard, but we
use telework all the time.

Members of Congress might be in
their district office working. They
might be at a town hall meeting work-
ing. They might be here on the floor.
They might be in a committee meet-
ing, a subcommittee meeting. They
might be meeting with constituents
somewhere else.

And I dare say the vast majority, if
not all of us, engage in telework. We
wouldn’t say to them, ‘“Get back to
work and stop teleworking.” We under-
stand that that is part of an overall
telework policy.

If people have employees who they
think are abusing telework, well, they
have got a problem with that employee
or they have a problem with their su-
pervisor. But to my experience and
knowledge, as someone who, I admit,
may have been a little curmudgeonly,
in the way we are hearing some of the
Members are today, when the COVID-
19 crisis started, the employees who are
super productive at work will be super
productive at home.

In my case, that is almost all of
them. In fact, I think it is all of them.
If you have an employee who blows off
their assignments at work and doesn’t
turn them in, they will do the same
thing if they are working from home.
That is a question of supervision. The
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real issue is, why all of a sudden they
want to turn against a decade of
progress on telework policy and start
affixing to it all of these other prob-
lems.

For that, I don’t understand, other
than people seem to want to blame the
Federal workers for everything. Those
workers belong to all of our districts.
They are all across the country. Eighty
percent of Federal workers are not in
Washington, D.C., Maryland, or Vir-
ginia. They are all over the country,
working everywhere from military
bases to Indian reservations to public
health service. You name it.

These are our people. These are
American citizens, and they deserve
something a lot more than the implied
contempt of suggesting that if they use
telework, they are not really working.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GROTHMAN).

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I have been waiting for
this day for quite a while. Whenever 1
go back to my district, I talk to my
staff back there. Again and again, we
hear stories that they want something
done with the VA; they want some-
thing done with the IRS. It can’t get
done. They are behind.

It is time for people to get back to
work. When I think of my district, I
think the vast majority of people, their
work schedule never changed even in
the teeth of the epidemic.

Obviously, in Wisconsin, there are a
lot of cheese factories in my district.
Man, I would go home every night and
there would be people there at 11 p.m.,
12 a.m., 2 a.m. All of a sudden, we hear
how horrible it is for Federal employ-
ees to have to go in.

In the current situation, what it tells
you is—and this is true of many other
programs, as well—the government
works for the benefit of the govern-
ment not the benefit of the people.
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That is why people on that side of the
aisle are trying so hard, so desperately
hard today, not to have people come in.

I talk to a lot of employers all over
my district. There were times that any
given number of their employees
worked from home, but they know it is
not the same thing. Why in the world
the government should be operating on
a separate schedule, I don’t know.

I will give you an example. The Na-
tional Personnel Records Center is an
egregious example. The NPRC is a
large warehouse containing paper
records of military members from be-
fore World War I to the 1990s. Veterans
need access to these records in order to
receive VA healthcare, disability pay,
and home loans.

Despite these records existing in
paper form only, the NPRC still de-
cided to have its employees work re-
motely, a perfect example of the em-
ployees’ interests put ahead of the
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public’s interest. This time, the public
is veterans.

You can’t copy paper records from a
warehouse if no one is there to pull the
records to make copies to satisfy the
request.

These employees were paid, but since
they were not at the NPRC, they were
unable to fulfill their duties, and vet-
erans were forced to wait to receive
their benefits.

The SHOW UP Act will require these
Federal agencies to return to pre-
COVID levels of telework.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. GROTHMAN. By the way, I don’t
bring this up back home. We are talk-
ing about it today, but I think it is
such an insult to all the people back
home, many of which are whole fac-
tories that never took any time off, to
be told that they have to wait for the
Federal Government because their peo-
ple are, I mean, my goodness, still at
home almost 3 years after this thing.

Do you know any private businesses
that are still having their people stay
at home?

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to this bill.

We often hear Republicans want to
roll back the clock—roll back the
clock on abortion rights to 1973 before
Roe v. Wade, roll back the clock on
teaching the history of American slav-
ery to, I don’t know when, 1860, 1619?

This bill actually rolls back the
clock. It is right there in the text. The
bill mandates ‘‘each agency shall rein-
state and apply the telework policies,
practices, and levels of the agency as in
effect on December 31, 2019.”

Which begs the question: What was
the state of Federal telework in 2019?
President Trump’s administration had
across-the-board limitations to
telework at major Federal agencies
that had made progress before, like the
Department of Education and the De-
partment of Agriculture.

The overall telework participation
rate had recorded its first drop since
the enactment of the Telework En-
hancement Act authored by myself and
Mr. SARBANES of Maryland.

We had not yet experienced the onset
of the global pandemic, which forced us
overnight to move the Federal Govern-
ment to a posture of substantially en-
hanced hybrid work. We deployed
telework as the critical continuity of
operations tool it should be. We pro-
cured the IT and IT security we needed.
Supervisors figured out how to manage
hybrid work.

At the height of the pandemic, 75 per-
cent of the Federal workforce was, in
fact, working remotely.

Not everybody is going to continue
to telework full time, nor should they.
Federal telework participation rates

The
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have already decreased substantially as
more Federal employees move back in
person.

The most recent telework survey
showed that 47 percent of Federal em-
ployees teleworked in the last fiscal
year, but the fact remains that in-
creased availability of telework is here
to stay in the private as well as the
public sectors.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics found
that 80 percent of U.S. businesses ex-
pect increased telework levels to con-
tinue after the pandemic. That is in
the business community.

That is the nature of the workforce
of the future. We should be embracing
the productivity and employee satis-
faction gains realized through
telework.

I offered an amendment to this bill
that would have done just that, but un-
fortunately, we are considering this
bill under a closed rule.

We should be using a measured ap-
proach to determine where hybrid or
remote work might not be the best fit.
I know I have done that in advocating
for more in-person work at the IRS,
processing paper tax returns; at the
State Department, responding to pass-
port applications; and at the National
Archives, fulfilling veterans’ document
requests, all of which require in-person
functioning. I have supported it, as
have my colleagues.

I have also offered a telework legisla-
tion bill, the Telework Metrics and
Cost Savings Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, this
would help measure cost savings and
focus on using telework effectively, but
this bill is sort of a one size fits all,
come back to work no matter what.

Let me say to my friend from Wis-
consin that I had a constituent die
from COVID because there were no pro-
tocols in his Federal workplace.

There ought not to be any more cas-
ualties to COVID. We ought to have
systematic protocols in place. That is
what I think has to precede this kind
of legislation we are considering on the
floor today.

I thank my friend from Kentucky for
introducing this bill.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Mrs. BOEBERT).

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, the
pandemic is over. Joe Biden has said
so. I don’t know why he is waiting
until May to do something about it,
but the pandemic is over.

It is time for the Federal Govern-
ment to get back to work. It is far past
time for the policies of the Federal
Government to reflect this reality and
the policies of hardworking Americans
and for Federal employees to show up
and get the job done.

In my district, the Bureau of Land
Management headquarters was a hot

The
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topic of debate because this adminis-
tration’s—one of their first actions,
they wanted to take that from my dis-
trict and move it back to Washington,
D.C. Why the haste? Why so fast to do
this?

No one is going to work. The building
is empty. They didn’t have anywhere
to bring the employees to a new build-
ing here. In fact, the employees that
they did relocate to Washington, D.C.,
still only show up to work 1 day a
week.

According to one disturbing report
by the Federal Times, just one in three
Federal workers has returned to their
full-time job.

Equally disturbing, a leaked memo
from January 2021 to the then-chief of
staff of the Department of Health and
Human Services showed that between
20 and 30 percent of the Department’s
employees did not log in to work on
any given day between March and De-
cember 2020.

This negatively impacts all of our
constituents.

The VA has been incredibly slow to
fulfill records requests so that our vet-
erans can get the care that they need,
the care that they deserve.

The Social Security Administration
faces a massive backlog of appeals.

As of last month, the IRS had a back-
log of 2.5 million returns from 2022 that
are still unprocessed.

This Republican-led Congress is mov-
ing to end Biden’s emergency powers.
He won’t do it at the executive level.

We have created these agencies. We
fund these agencies. Now, we are de-
manding that these Federal employees
get back to work.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this legislation, and I
strongly support it. I urge adoption.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentlewoman makes an inter-
esting argument. Of course, if physical
presence in Washington is necessary,
then that agency never should have
been stripped from Washington and re-
located in Colorado in the first place.

One could say that entire workforce
is calling in or not really working be-
cause the entire office has a telework
policy.

Obviously, she has carved out an ex-
ception for that. She thinks they can
be effective, even though they are not
in Washington, D.C.

Look, Mr. Speaker, this has been not
just a closed rule but a closed process.
There was no hearing in the Oversight
and Accountability Committee. De-
spite the fact that those hearings have
been promised, there has been no hear-
ing about it.

Let me tell you one of the things we
would learn if we actually had a hear-
ing about it. The bill contemplates
rolling the clock back to 2019 for every
Federal agency. Well, what would that
mean for one small agency, the Federal
Communications Commission, which
has decided upon a plan to reduce its
leased office space with a savings of
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$119 million precisely because of the
existence of telework, saying we don’t
need all that space?

Now, since we rolled the clock back
and presumptively say you can’t do
that, we are going to be costing the
taxpayers $119 million a year because
they have to go back to their
prepandemic plan simply because we
have this one-size-fits-all, categorical,
cookie-cutter approach undertaken
without any hearings.

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Of-
fice similarly would be forced to aban-
don its $12.5 million a year in savings
in leasing costs made possible because
of reduced consumption of office space
by telework.

Do we really want to say that we
hate telework so much, that we dis-
trust our own workers so much, even
though the studies show that it is
yielding benefits in office productivity,
that we are going to force the tax-
payers to pay more money for more ex-
pensive office space in downtown Wash-
ington, D.C.?

We haven’t even looked at the ques-
tion because there was no hearing be-
cause there was just a rush to get this
to the floor so we could tell workers
who are already at work to get back to
work.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 14 minutes
remaining.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ARRINGTON).

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, to
my colleague across the aisle, they
need to get back to work. Only in
Washington, D.C., and only with this
President are we operating with COVID
as a national emergency.

The only national emergency coming
out of Washington is the economic dis-
aster from the failed economic policies
and the reckless spending of my col-
leagues.

It has created an inflationary
firestorm, and people can’t sustain it.
Soaring interest rates, an economy tee-
tering on recession, and $5 trillion of
debt that have us dangerously close to
the precipice of a debt crisis is an
emergency.

Our constituents across America
have to go back to work. They have to
take their kids to school. Somebody
has to teach them. Somebody has to
save a patient or serve a customer.
They don’t live in this fantasy world of
Washington.

My colleagues, unfortunately, have
used the public health emergency in
large part not to protect the public
from COVID but to promote the big
spending, Big Government bailout
agenda.

What I am talking about is this, in
the name of COVID, bailing out stu-
dent loans that cost taxpayers a tril-
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lion dollars, bailing out schools that
don’t open their doors to their stu-
dents. Bailout after bailout, that is
what this is about.

While Democrats are jamming us
with all these bailouts in the name of
COVID, taxpayers can’t get their So-
cial Security benefits and their tax re-
turns or their passports. You heard the
stories.

Here is my question. It is a simple
one. How can the people’s government
serve the people if the people in the
government don’t come to work? That
is the question from my constituents
in west Texas. Here is the answer. It
can’t. It doesn’t.

If hardworking Americans don’t have
the luxury of not coming to work and
teleworking for the rest of their lives,
then the Biden administration and our
government employees should do the
same. Get back to work. Do your job.
Serve the customer because that is
what you signed up to do.

We are here to hold them account-
able, with all due respect.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, some of my colleagues
seem to betray no understanding at all
of what Federal telework policy is.

To say that the workforce is not
going to the office and it is time to get
back to work simply suggests they
don’t know that every agency, every
commission, every department makes
its own decisions about this as part of
the complete workplace policy, going
job classification by job classification,
defining when it makes sense and when
it doesn’t make sense.

That is the way that it works, but
they want to have a broad-brush, one-
size-fits-all, straitjacket policy where
they just decapitate a decade of
progress, using the pandemic or the
end of the pandemic as the excuse for
doing that.

To repeat: This is not a Washington
problem. The vast majority of the Fed-
eral workforce is spread out across the
country.

The hardworking people we see in
front of us today who work for the
Clerk of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives and for the House are just a small
example of the workforce located in
Washington, which is a tiny minority
of the Federal workforce which is all
over America.

That flexibility has been given to
Federal workforce supervisors all over
the country to deal with. They would
clearly try to elevate what I think is a
frivolous talking point over the cost
savings that have been created because
of telework policies. They would ele-
vate it over the increased job perform-
ance and job satisfaction that is being
demonstrated in studies around the
country. They would elevate it over
the clear success of telework within
the private sector.
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Oftentimes, my colleagues will say
we have to be more like the private
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sector. It is the private sector that has
been leading the way here. The Federal
workforce has been very much in the
rear guard doing it.

In any event, remember that they are
conflating two completely different
things. One is the Federal telework
policy that has evolved over the last
decade, and the other is the pandemic.

It is true that the pandemic response
was made far more efficient because
there was an infrastructure in place in
order to make telework possible. Those
pandemic policies can be reversed with-
out destroying all the policies that
have developed over the last decade.

There are an incredible number of
unintended consequences that are exac-
erbated by the fact we have not had a
single hearing on this question, which
is of fundamental importance to hun-
dreds of thousands and millions of peo-
ple across the country.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further Members to debate. I am pre-
pared to close whenever the gentleman
is prepared. I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

The title of this bill, the SHOW UP
Act, consists of the Stopping Home Of-
fice Work’s Unproductive Problems
Act. I understand that in Washington—
this really is a Washington problem—
there is always a search for the perfect
acronym over the actual meaning of
the language, but this title does some
real violence to the English language.

I don’t know what an ‘‘unproductive
problem’ is. I certainly don’t know
what a ‘“‘productive problem’ is. I won-
der whether the person who wrote that
was working on telework or wrote it at
the office. To me, it makes no dif-
ference. Somebody should have said
that doesn’t really make any sense for
a title for Federal legislation.

In any event, the point is that Mem-
bers of Congress, as everyone should
know, are able to be very effective,
often being in two places at the same
time. You might be at your district of-
fice, or you might be at a townhall
meeting in your district, but you call
into a meeting with your chief of staff
and your legislative staff, or you call
in to have a meeting with sub-
committee staff or what have you. I
don’t understand the sudden effort to
demonize technology and all the ad-
vances that we have made.

I don’t take this to be serious legisla-
tion. There was no hearing on it. There
seems to be no effort to convince any-
one that it is serious. I hope we can do
better in the days ahead.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), the majority lead-
er.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Kentucky for yielding
and for bringing this important legisla-
tion to the floor.



February 1, 2023

When you look across the country,
people have worked hard to get their
lives back in order, to get their small
businesses back up and running. States
pushed to open up again because they
knew that the health of their people,
the mental health, the ability for kids
to get back in school, was so critical.

Of course, data is out there all
around but especially amongst our
young kids. Many millions of young
kids in America lost a year-plus of
learning because of virtual learning.
Not being in the classroom just wasn’t
the same. Those communities that
made the effort to open back up again
were able to provide a much higher
level of education than those schools
that went out of their way to shut
down. Damage was caused to so many.

As you see most of the country now
back at work, they look at Congress
and say: Why isn’t Washington back at
work?

When you look at Federal agencies
that are there to provide a service for
the 330-plus million people all across
this great Nation, Mr. Speaker, those
people expect that when they pick up
the phone and call those agencies—if
you are a military veteran who served
this Nation, you surely showed up for
work. You showed up, in fact, overseas,
in some cases, risking your life, receiv-
ing injuries. You want to get your mili-
tary record so you can be eligible to go
get the healthcare you deserve. When
you call the VA and they can’t get
your healthcare records because there
are still people not at the office—those
are things you can’t do remotely—
those veterans wait for help. That
hurts people.

You have millions of people who are
trying to get basic services like a pass-
port. Maybe they are trying to go on
their honeymoon; or they are waiting
for a loved one to come back home that
they haven’t seen who lives overseas,
and they have been waiting for years;
or they want to go visit a relative and
have waited 6 months in some cases.
We get calls to our offices on these
problems, people who have been wait-
ing over 6 months to get a passport re-
newed.

That is something you cannot do re-
motely. If you call that office and
somebody is at home, they are not able
to process your passport from their
home, so you have to wait and wait and
miss dates and deadlines.

When you see what is happening with
s0 many other people who are counting
on the Federal Government to take
care of their needs, they wonder why
they haven’t gone back to work when
they have had to go back to work.

You saw the President wanting to
hire 87,000 more IRS agents. There are
many IRS agents that aren’t showing
up for work. We still get calls to this
day from constituents, hardworking
people who live paycheck to paycheck
who filed their tax returns in 2021 who
still haven’t gotten their checks back.
They are wondering why somebody is
sitting at home not able to process
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that payment. Why do they have to
wait over a year to get their money
back from their government?

The answer is not to double the agen-
cy and hire another 87,000 people. It is
to let people go back to work.

This bill just says to show up to work
to do your job, to serve those millions
of people who are paying your salaries
and counting on you to get the job
done.

This should have been done a long
time ago. I am glad we finally are get-
ting this bill brought to the floor. I
thank the gentleman for bringing it.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

This legislation asks every Member
to answer a simple question: Do you
put the needs of your constituents
first, or do you put the preferences of
Federal bureaucrats first?

We know that expanded telework
during the COVID-19 pandemic harmed
agency service to our constituents
across multiple vital agencies. Instead
of fixing those problems and making
sure they never happen again if in-
creased telework needs to continue in
certain cases, the Biden administration
is just blindly doubling down on Fed-
eral telework across the board—not to
improve service to our constituents,
but to dangle a shiny perk in front of
existing Federal workers and prospec-
tive new Federal hires.

My bill ensures that a new expecta-
tion is set for our Federal Govern-
ment’s workforce: that you need to re-
turn to your agencies and get the job
done for the American people.

Federal telework should only be uti-
lized when it has been proven to im-
prove agency performance, lower agen-
cy costs, ensure agency network secu-
rity, and better disperse the Federal
workforce across the Nation.

In the meantime, it requires Federal
agencies to reimplement pre-pandemic
policies, which were working just fine.

Under this bill, we will know that,
whether we have increased Federal
telework or not, it will only be to en-
sure that Federal agencies and their
employees provide the best quality of
service to our constituents and our Na-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this much-needed bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, today | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 139, the SHOW UP Act, which
was introduced by my good friend from Ken-
tucky, the Chairman of the Oversight and Ac-
countability Committee, Mr. Comer.

Millions of Tennesseans show up to work
every day. However, more than half of federal
government workers, who are expected to
serve the American people, still aren’t showing
up for work. This has led to extremely long
wait times and delays in services.

Veterans who showed up to work and
served our country can’t get their proper VA
benefits. Families are waiting months for their
passports. And in my district, a father waited
for more than 8 months to receive his tax re-
turn. The entire time, he was left in the dark
by the IRS.
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Tennesseans deserve better, Mr. Speaker.
The pandemic is over, and it's time to get
back to work. | urge my colleagues to vote yes
on the SHOW UP Act.

Mr. SANTOS. Resolving casework is one of
the most important services provided by our
offices.

| was shocked to learn that my predecessor
left behind numerous unresolved cases—but,
in retrospect, perhaps | shouldn’t be so critical.
Maybe the simple reason is they were unable
to solve constituent issues because he and his
staff were hampered by the fact that agency
personnel, were either unavailable, or, those
who were, simply didn’t have the resources
available for them to process requests. Why?
Because they are working from home.

Our functional system of government, how
we get things done, was built to support a
government workforce where our people come
into an office, work together, in one place,
face to face.

Around that infrastructure, we have busi-
nesses (or perhaps | should say we had busi-
nesses) that were built to support that work-
force—small businesses, such as coffee
shops, restaurants, dry cleaners, etc.

Most industries, who instituted telework poli-
cies during the pandemic have returned or
have begun to return to their respective work-
places. And like the government, those busi-
nesses were designed around an in-office
workforce.

This bill does not eliminate telework; it sim-
ply returns the workforce to the policies that
were in place in 2019.

And perhaps, with the report, that this bill
requests from the OPM, there is a good
chance some agencies will show that telework
or other arrangements make sense.

Fine.

But as of today; we the oversight body, do
not have that data.

Let's reset—analyze where we’ve been and
then move forward.

Mr. Speaker, | support H.R.139.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The

————
RELATING TO A NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY DECLARED BY THE

PRESIDENT ON MARCH 13, 2020

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 75, I
call up the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 7)
relating to a national emergency de-
clared by the President on March 13,
2020, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.
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The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. RES. 7

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, pursuant to section
202 of the National Emergencies Act (50
U.S.C. 1622), the national emergency declared
by the finding of the President on March 13,
2020, in Proclamation 9994 (85 Fed. Reg. 156337)
is hereby terminated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
joint resolution shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and the ranking member of
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure or their respective des-
ignees.

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. LARSEN) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on H.J.
Res. 7.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in support
of H.J. Res. 7, which terminates the
March 13, 2020, national emergency de-
clared for COVID-19 under the National
Emergencies Act, or the NEA.

The time has come to move past the
COVID-19 pandemic. It is no longer a
global emergency as it was nearly 3
years ago. It is that simple.

President Biden said, in his own
words, ‘‘The pandemic is over.” He said
that last September, and our Senate
colleagues, with a bipartisan vote,
agreed by passing a resolution last
Congress, on November 15, 2022.

The NEA was intended to provide
emergency authorities to the President
to respond to extraordinary situations
in which the President must act quick-
ly. We are no longer in that spot.

The national emergency was declared
by President Trump at the beginning of
the pandemic, nearly 3 years ago, in
March 2020. At that time, it was a new
virus. The American public and the
world at large had little information,
and we had to get a handle on the
spread of COVID-19.

Today, we are in a vastly different
spot. We have treatments. We have bet-
ter methods to track COVID. We have
a better understanding of the virus
itself, and the Federal Government has
spent trillions combating the virus and
protecting the economy from the fall-
out of the global shutdown.
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At this point, there is no longer a
need for the declaration to utilize the
extraordinary authorities provided
under the NEA. It seems that the
White House agrees with this, too, but
just thinks we need to wait until May
11.

That logic and math just doesn’t
seem right to me. Consider this: The
declaration is scheduled to end on
March 1 of this year, so the President
is suggesting he does intend to, once
again, extend the emergency. That is
why Congress needs to act on this reso-
lution.

It is simple. Absent the President
ceding these emergency powers, it is
incumbent on Congress to rein in the
executive branch to ensure these pow-
ers are not abused and that these au-
thorities do not continue in perpetuity.

America should be fully open. Our
kids should be back in the classroom.
Our families should be back at work.
Here in the House, we are starting by
removing this emergency declaration.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
resolution, and I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in opposi-
tion to H.J. Res. 7, a resolution to ter-
minate the COVID-19 emergency dec-
laration, a resolution introduced by
Representative GOSAR.

The coronavirus pandemic has been a
public health and economic calamity
for our country. We lost over 1 million
of our fellow citizens to this deadly
virus in wave after wave of devastating
news for families. Entire industries
have been forced to shut down and then
restart from a standstill. Others have
had to entirely reimagine the way they
do business, costing billions of dollars
in the process.

The impact of the pandemic was in-
equitable in the extreme. The digital
divide grew even wider as those with
internet access could work from home
or go to school from home while others
were left behind. Transportation work-
ers, healthcare workers, law enforce-
ment, and grocery store workers were
all unable to work from home, leaving
them at an elevated risk during a very
dangerous time.

But thanks to actions of the previous
Congress, including the American Res-
cue Plan, the CHIPS and Science Act,
the Inflation Reduction Act, and the
bipartisan infrastructure law, we are
well on our way to robust recovery
from this dark chapter of our Nation’s
history.

However, our work is not done. New
variants continue to emerge, taking a
toll on our workforce and exacerbating
the labor shortage facing many busi-
nesses. Healthcare workers are still on
the front lines of this pandemic. Last
week, they saw nearly 4,000 Americans
die from COVID.

Terminating the emergency declara-
tion now sends the wrong message and
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could have consequences for public
health and safety. In my State alone,
we had over 4,000 cases in last week.

The uncertain impact of long COVID,
particularly on those with preexisting
health conditions, adds a layer of com-
plexity to our path to normalcy.

With these complex issues still facing
businesses, local leaders, and the
American people, it would be harmful
and irresponsible to force a premature
end to the flexibility offered by the
Presidential emergency declaration
from March of 2020.

President Biden has no intention of
using these emergency powers forever.
We know that because he announced
his intention to end the COVID-19 na-
tional emergency on May 11. This May
deadline provides time to develop a
strategic and a thoughtful plan regard-
ing the termination of these authori-
ties. There is no need for Congress to
act now before the President acts on
this issue. Forcing an end to the emer-
gency declaration without regard to
the consequences is shortsighted and
wrong.

There are many examples where a
rushed move to end the national emer-
gency declaration could have unin-
tended negative consequences for the
U.S. Ending the emergency declaration
would roll back the enrollment and
payment deadlines for individuals who
have lost their jobs to sign up for
COBRA or pay COBRA premiums. This
will mean burdensome deadlines on
consumers who get healthcare coverage
from job-based plans, including laid-off
workers and their families.

Ending the emergency declaration
will reverse efforts to address mass in-
carceration and prison crowding by ter-
minating the CARES Act home con-
finement provisions. This makes it dif-
ficult for the Bureau of Prisons to pro-
tect inmates who are at high risk of se-
rious illness or death from COVID-19.

Ending the emergency declaration
will end video court proceedings. This
is inefficient and will cost marshals
time and money if they resume trans-
porting inmates back and forth to
court.

Ending the emergency declaration
will cut preplanned sickness benefits
and unemployment benefits for rail
workers. It is wrong to cut these
earned benefits when rail workers need
them most.

Ending the emergency declaration
will also threaten Victims of Crime As-
sistance funding, or VOCA funding, a
critical lifeline for individuals and
children dealing with the aftermath of
being a victim to crime.

The administration has a plan to
bring the national emergency declara-
tion to an orderly end on May 11, align-
ing with its commitment to give at
least 60 days’ notice prior to termi-
nation. I think this is a sensible and
reasoned approach that Congress
should support.

We shouldn’t be using an ax when a
scalpel will do. Rushing this resolution
to the floor is the wrong approach, and
I urge my colleagues to oppose it.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. CRAWFORD), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Highways and Transit.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, the
pandemic is over.

At least that is what we were told by
President Biden several months ago in
a September interview. Yet here we are
almost 5 months later, and the White
House has failed to roll back the emer-
gency declaration.

In fact, it wasn’t until House Repub-
licans scheduled a vote to do just that,
to terminate that declaration, that
President Biden announced that he
would actually end it on May 11. What
he really did was announce that he was
giving our friends on the other side of
the aisle a little bit of political cover
to vote ‘‘no”’ on this bill. Instead, they
would rather continue to watch the
American economy suffer for an addi-
tional 3 months while we continue this
unnecessary declaration of an emer-
gency.

I am glad President Biden has fol-
lowed House Republicans’ lead on this,
but why wait months?

We can vote to end it right now,
today.

We have already let this measure
drag on for nearly 3 years, signifying
an egregious abuse of Presidential pow-
ers. These emergency powers have been
used to harm our economy and exacer-
bate our supply chain problems, and
the President is content to allow that
to happen for another 3 months.

Our supply chain doesn’t need this to
continue anymore. It needs to end now.
It is time for us to stop living in the
past. Americans are ready to move for-
ward. They are tired of hearing mixed
messages that the pandemic is over but
still seeing all of the consequences of
these emergency declarations and im-
plementing COVID regulations.

Let’s finally deliver on this promise
that the end isn’t near; it is right here,
right now.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the underlying resolution.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I just note that there is no
record that the national emergency ex-
acerbated supply chain problems in the
U.S. There is every record in evidence
that COVID exacerbated supply chain
problems in the U.S., bringing our
economy to a standstill, and in my
view, every evidence that the invest-
ment in the bipartisan infrastructure
law and the CHIPS and Science Act are
doing exactly what they needed to do,
to bring our economy back. There is no
evidence otherwise. Just saying that
for the record.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.J. Res. 7, legislation I in-
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troduced requiring the Biden adminis-
tration to finally end the outdated and
abusive COVID national emergency
declaration.

Nearly 3 years have passed since
President Trump rightfully declared a
national emergency concerning the
COVID pandemic. The factual basis for
this declaration was apparent then.

As time has progressed and as we
have learned about this virus, we know
that it is no longer a national emer-
gency. Since President Trump’s initial
declaration, the House of Representa-
tives has not once voted, let alone de-
bated, whether to terminate this na-
tional emergency or Kkeep it as re-
quired—let me repeat that—required
under the National Emergencies Act.

The National Emergencies Act re-
quires Congress to review termination
or continuation of a national emer-
gency no later than 6 months after its
implementation and at least every 6
months thereafter. Yet, former Speak-
er PELOSI repeatedly blocked my at-
tempts to simply debate about the
merits of extending or terminating the
COVID national emergency declara-
tion, despite the law requiring its re-
view. That would make it almost four
to six times we should have had this
debate during that time.

What type of representative body
cannot even discuss a national emer-
gency?

Until now, the House of Representa-
tives has failed to perform its most
basic constitutional duty: checking the
powers of the executive branch and the
power of the purse.

In contrast, companion legislation
has twice passed the Senate, most re-
cently with overwhelming bipartisan
support.

Last September, Mr. Biden declared
the pandemic is over, cases are down,
America has opened back up. This
hardly sounds like a country under a
national COVID emergency. Yet, Joe
Biden continued to extend the COVID
national emergency simply to force
Americans to live under extreme meas-
ures that deprive us of our freedoms.

Just this week, Mr. Biden issued a
Statement of Administrative Policy
opposing H.J. Res. 7, implying to veto
the legislation. This action stands in
stark contrast to the recent promises
that Biden would end the COVID na-
tional emergency in May.

Let’s not forget that Mr. Biden once
promised the American people that
there would be no Federal COVID vac-
cine mandates. Yet, he soon lied and
mandated COVID vaccines for millions
of Americans.

We simply cannot trust if and when
Biden will keep his word. The evidence
is to the contrary.

It is time to end this emergency dec-
laration now. If passed through the
House today, the National Emergencies
Act requires the Senate to expedi-
tiously vote on my resolution within 18
calendar days.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this legislation and send it
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to the Senate. Do your due diligence.
Do what the law requires.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-

gaging in personalities toward the
President.
Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.

Speaker, thank you for that announce-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Development, Public Buildings
and Emergency Management.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for the opportunity and
would just tell the body and everybody
listening: Not since World War II, and
that crisis that our country had to deal
with, has the cause of socialism and
Big Government been advanced more
than during the declaration of this na-
tional emergency.

People might disagree with me, but
let me make it real for you. The Fed-
eral Government and State govern-
ments used this national emergency to
stop people from working in their busi-
nesses, stop their businesses cold and
force them to inject something into
their body if they wanted to go to
work, if they wanted to go to school, if
they wanted to travel. If that is not
Big Government and oppression, I am
not sure what is.

People say, well, what does it mat-
ter?

Well, there are more than 120 special
statutory authorities granted to the
administration that are now going to
go away. Everybody says: Well, he is
going to do it on May 11. Well, he said
last September he was going to do it
then.

What is taking so long?

The rest of the country knows that
the pandemic is over, and they know
that the national emergency should be
over, as well. They know that part of
the 122 special statutory authorities in-
cludes allowing the President to sus-
pend a prohibition on testing chemical
and biological substances on unwitting
human subjects—think about that—or
allowing the President to shut down or
take over radio stations or freeze any
asset or financial transaction.

Indeed, the pandemic is over. The
President announced it last September.
The Senate, just in November, just a
couple months ago, voted to end it
overwhelmingly.

For anybody that is concerned about
title 42, the statute governing title 42
does not make any mention of the
emergency declaration.

It needs to be ended. It needs to be
ended now. Americans need to be free
and not oppressed by this Federal Gov-
ernment and these extraordinary pow-
ers that have advanced the cause of so-
cialism like no other time in our his-
tory.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
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I would just note that everyone is
looking forward to the day when
COVID-19 is a distant memory. But we
have to work toward that day cau-
tiously and steadily, and the emer-
gency declaration should not be termi-
nated until there is time to conduct a
careful review on science. It should not
be terminated on the whim of any one
Member of Congress.

The administration has a plan to
bring the national emergency declara-
tion to an orderly end on May 11, align-
ing with their commitment to give at
least 60 days’ notice prior to the termi-
nation. I think it is a sensible and rea-
soned approach that Congress should
support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. LAMALFA).

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, so the
national emergency declaration was on
March 13 of 2020, nearly 3 years ago.

This legislation we are talking about
today passed the Senate twice with the
votes of nearly two-thirds of the Sen-
ators. But the former Speaker repeat-
edly blocked the resolution from com-
ing to the floor in the House.

The President is granted more than
120 special statutory powers—statu-
tory, which usually means passing a
law—through the national emergency
declaration, all of which he continues
to wield as long as this emergency is in
place.

The President has extended the emer-
gency twice, which would otherwise
have automatically terminated on the
anniversary of the first declaration.

These powers are meant for the time
of actual emergency. President Biden
himself has said the pandemic is over
in his ‘60 Minutes” interview in Sep-
tember of 2022.

This administration has continually
abused these powers and used the na-
tional emergency to enact liberal poli-
cies without the approval of Congress.
These are things that probably
wouldn’t pass muster in Congress, be-
cause I don’t think a lot of my col-
leagues would want to vote for them on
the record.

Since the emergency was first de-
clared, the Federal Government has
spent over $6 trillion in response to
COVID-19. Students have lost invalu-
able time learning in school facilities.
Countless businesses closed down that
aren’t coming back. Families have
been separated from loved ones during
holidays and at hospitals, unable to see
dying loved ones and not even able to
have a funeral for them. Heartless.
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Nurses and docs, at one point called
heroes, start to be called goats because
they don’t necessarily want to take an
experimental vaccine.

We have Jekyll and Hyde ideas com-
ing out of the administration now—
thinking like, well, we are going to sue
to make people wear masks again on
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planes and trains at the same time he
is saying we are going to end it all in
May. It is crazy. We are going in the
wrong direction.

Why don’t we pass this legislation
that the President won’t do himself
and put the power back into the hands
of the people here that are elected by
the people.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I would just note that if we
are going cite President Biden’s com-
ment that the pandemic is over, will
the House also agree with the Presi-
dent that there will be no cuts to So-
cial Security and Medicare?

Will the House also agree that Presi-
dent Biden has said that the economy
has turned around, creating 11 million
jobs, and the economy is robust?

If we are going to pick and choose
what the President says to make any
one argument, then let’s look at the
totality of the President’s record, in
fairness to the President.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PAYNE).

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. LARSEN for allowing me this time
to speak.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to the bill before us, H.J. Res. 7.

I am pleased that President Biden an-
nounced this week that he will end the
COVID-19 national emergency declara-
tion on May 11. This will provide a rea-
sonable path to winding down the pan-
demic measures without leaving States
and cities caught off guard with sudden
shifts in their budgets.

COVID was a once-in-a-lifetime
emergency, and an abrupt end to the
spending under the emergency declara-
tion would cause chaos for Americans.
The wind down aligns with the admin-
istration’s previous plans to give cities,
States, businesses, and taxpayers at
least 60 days’ notice prior to the termi-
nation of the emergency declaration.

Mr. Speaker, this is sensible policy-
making, and it is a welcome change
from the prior administration’s frantic,
poorly-considered, and dangerous ap-
proach to any sort of emergency, in-
cluding COVID.

I agree with the President’s plan to
wind down the emergency declaration,
and I know my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle agree with this plan, as
well. Why?

Because this bill was rushed to the
floor without allowing our committee
to review it, without soliciting input
from any of the cities or States that
would be impacted. Nobody has been
working with the Senate or the White
House to find a solution that makes
sense.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield an additional 1 minute
to the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the major-
ity knows that abrupt shifts are bad.
Yet, they are free to vote for a bill
which they know would cause chaos.

The
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They also know that it won’t be con-
sidered by the Senate.

I can forgive a messaging bill; we all
do that from time to time. What is so
galling about the bill before us today is
that it shows just how far outside the
mainstream the Republican Party is.

The American people want common-
sense solutions that protect our econ-
omy, not a far-right agenda driven by
the most extreme voices in their party.
It is the same voices that brought us
yesterday’s anti-vaccine bill.

Who knows what other secret prom-
ises the Speaker made to the extrem-
ists to secure the gavel?

Let’s get the bill over with because
we all know that it is not going any-
where.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield an additional 30 sec-
onds to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, we can
then get on to debating the majority’s
economic plans, like a 30 percent na-
tional sales tax or holding the debt
limit hostage.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no’” so we can stop wasting time
with this nonsense and get back to the
work for the American people.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE).

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I find it
incredible what the other side of the
aisle is saying. They said this bill was
rushed to the floor.

Do you remember when this was in-
voked, the National Emergencies Act?
March 13, 2020. After that we were told
15 days to slow the spread. How many
days are we up to? Does anybody over
there know?

It is over 1,000 days. What has hap-
pened in that period of time? How did
we get to this position?

The law that Congress passed that
was invoked by the former-President
and extended by this President, the Na-
tional Emergencies Act, requires at
least every 6 months you vote on
whether to extend it. We did not follow
the law under the former Speaker.

They used the Rules Committee to
prevent this bill from coming to a vote
and then the claim that the Senate
would need time to deal with this. The
Senate has already passed this. The bi-
partisan Senate passed 61 to 37.

I expect there would have been a lot
of votes here but the President came in
to try to save their skin. The gig is up,
but he wants to keep the music going a
little bit longer.

Mr. Biden says that he wants to
honor his commitment to give 60 days’
notice before ending it because he
issued this statement of administrative
policy. He only issued this when this
bill came to the floor; but he is going
to honor his commitment to 60 days’
notice.

Why is he taking 100 days? If anybody
over there can do the math for me.
May 11—is that 60 days from now?
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No, it is more like 100 days from now,
roughly.

The notion that this was rushed to
the floor is ridiculous. Biden wants to
keep it going. He wants to spend
money under his emergency authori-
ties, which he shouldn’t have right
now. It is very irresponsible with the
debt limit looming and with us in ex-
traordinary measures.

The reality is he wants 100 more days
to shove money out the door and to
waste money that hasn’t been guarded
very well or audited. It has been 1,000
into 15 days to slow the spread. It is
time to end this emergency now.

Mr. Speaker, I support Mr. GOSAR’s
bill.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. BOST).

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, back in Sep-
tember, President Biden said the pan-
demic is over. In early January, he ex-
tended his public health emergency for
COVID for the twelfth time. Now he
says the public health emergency will
end May 11.

The emergency’s been ended, then ex-
tended, then expired, when all of us
know that it hasn’t existed for months.

I guess we can say now that COVID
will magically disappear in May be-
cause he says so. Who knows? We
might even get new guidance tomor-
row. I guess the Americans should
watch out.

The American people—regardless of
what was said on the other side of the
aisle—are tired of this. They want to
get back to business as usual. The
American people are fed up with shut-
downs that Kkilled our jobs and re-
stricted our rights.

We are going to end this madness
now; we need to, that is why I am a co-
sponsor of the bill.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle are fond of quoting the
President and saying the pandemic is
over. I just hope they will also agree
with the President that we have had
the 2 strongest years of job growth in
history the last 2 years. We have had
the lowest level of unemployment in 50
years. We have a new record low unem-
ployment for Black and Hispanic
Americans and record low unemploy-
ment for people with disabilities.

I hope as they are picking and choos-
ing what they choose to agree with the
President on, that they look at these
facts, and also come out and agree with
the President that these are also the
facts.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Colorado (Mrs. BOEBERT).

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, it has
been nearly 3 years since the first na-
tional emergency declaration was
issued related to the COVID-19 pan-
demic on March 13, 2020.
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Since then, the Federal Government
has authorized over $6 trillion in re-
sponse to COVID-19. Our children have
suffered severe learning loss due to
school closures, and countless small
businesses have been forced to perma-
nently close their doors.

The Democratic Party has used and
abused the national emergency author-
ization to push their unpopular, radical
agenda, like the eviction moratorium,
student loan forgiveness, and reckless
spending that has led to skyrocketing
inflation that is impacting my con-
stituents today—your constituents
today.

When they go to the grocery store
and are paying $9, $10, $11 for 12 eggs,
this is a problem. They also put uncon-
stitutional vaccine mandates in place
to put healthcare workers and our
military servicemembers, serving in all
branches of our military, out of work.

COVID is over. Yet, nearly 3 years
later, more than 35 National Emer-
gencies Acts are still in effect, and the
current administration is continuing
to abuse more than 120 special statu-
tory powers only meant for times of
emergency.

Even Joe Biden said the pandemic is
over. We agreed with that long before
he said it, and we are happy he is fi-
nally saying it. It is far past time to
put an end to this abuse.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend and
colleague, Representative GOSAR, for
his strong leadership on this issue. I
am proud to be cosponsor of this legis-
lation, and I strongly support it.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, the administration has a plan
to bring the national emergency dec-
laration to an early end on May 11,
aligning with its commitment to at
least 60 days’ notice prior to termi-
nation. This gives time for a deliberate
and sensible wind down of the national
emergency.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
oppose H.J. Res. 7, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, in closing, last year President Biden
acknowledged that the pandemic is
over, as has been pointed out.

There is no compelling need for the
President to continue exercising the
extraordinary authorities under the
NEA. The Senate, on a bipartisan
basis, agreed in November, and here in
the people’s House I think it is time
that we do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
joint resolution, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 75, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the joint
resolution.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, and
was read the third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on passage of the joint reso-
lution.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 44 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
O 1630

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. TENNEY) at 4 o’clock and
31 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed. Votes will be taken
in the following order:

Passage of H.R. 139; and

Passage of H.J. Res. 7.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

STOPPING HOME OFFICE WORK’S
UNPRODUCTIVE PROBLEMS ACT
OF 2023

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of
the bill (H.R. 139) to require Executive
agencies to submit to Congress a study
of the impacts of expanded telework
and remote work by agency employees
during the COVID-19 pandemic and a
plan for the agency’s future use of
telework and remote work, and for
other purposes, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

This is a 15-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays
206, not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 103]

YEAS—221
Aderholt Balderson Bishop (NC)
Alford Banks Boebert
Allen Barr Bost
Amodei Bean (FL) Brecheen
Armstrong Bentz Buchanan
Arrington Bergman Buck
Babin Bice Bucshon
Bacon Biggs Burchett

Baird Bilirakis Burgess
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Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu

Harder (CA)
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie

Mast
McCaul
MecClain
McClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran

NAYS—206
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
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Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Owens
Palmer
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Santos
Scalise
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wwild
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating

Kelly (IL) Neguse Sherman
Khanna Nickel Sherrill
Kildee Norcross Slotkin
Kilmer Ocasio-Cortez Smith (WA)
Kim (NJ) Omar Sorensen
Krishnamoorthi  Pallone Soto
Kuster Panetta Spanberger
Landsman Pappas Stansbury
Larsen (WA) Pascrell Stanton
Larson (CT) Payne Stevens
Lee (CA) Pelosi Strickland
Lee (NV) Peltola Swalwell
Lee (PA) Perez Sykes
Leger Fernandez Peters Takano
Levin Pettersen Thanedar
L:)efuren Pin1 oo Thompson (CA)
g’ sree Thompson (MS)

Lynch Pocan Tit
Magaziner Porter 1tus

N Tlaib
Manning Pressley Tokuda
Matsui Quigley
McBath Ramirez Tonko
McCollum Raskin Torres (CA)
McGarvey Ross Torres (NY)
McGovern Ruiz Trahan
Meeks Ruppersberger Trone
Menendez Ryan Underwood
Meng Salinas Vargas
Mfume Sanchez Vasquez
Moore (WI) Sarbanes Veasey
Morelle Scanlon Velazquez
Moskowitz Schakowsky Wasserman
Moulton Schiff Schultz
Mrvan Schneider Waters
Mullin Scholten Watson Coleman
Nadler Scott (VA) Wexton
Napolitano Scott, David Williams (GA)
Neal Sewell Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—6
Boyle (PA) Garcla (IL) Pence
Cohen Jackson Lee Steube
0 1654
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms.

WILSON of Florida, and Mr. COSTA
changed their vote from ‘‘yea” to
unay.aa

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
RELATING TO A NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY DECLARED BY THE

PRESIDENT ON MARCH 13, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 7) relat-
ing to a national emergency declared
by the President on March 13, 2020, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
197, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 104]

YEAS—229
Aderholt Bentz Burgess
Alford Bergman Burlison
Allen Bice Calvert
Amodei Biggs Cammack
Armstrong Bilirakis Carey
Arrington Bishop (NC) Carl
Babin Boebert Carter (GA)
Bacon Bost Carter (TX)
Baird Brecheen Chavez-DeRemer
Balderson Buchanan Ciscomani
Banks Buck Cline
Barr Bucshon Cloud
Bean (FL) Burchett Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Craig
Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
Davis (NC)
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hinson
Houchin

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
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Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)
Lesko
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie

Mast
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Moskowitz
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)

NAYS—197

Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert

Obernolte
Ogles

Owens
Palmer
Pappas
Perez

Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Sherrill
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spanberger
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
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Landsman Pallone Sorensen
Larsen (WA) Panetta Soto
Larson (CT) Pascrell Stansbury
Lee (CA) Payne Stanton
Lee (PA) Pelosi Stevens
Leger Fernandez Peltola Strickland
Lgvin Peters Swalwell
Lieu Pet?tgrsen Sykes
Lofgren Phllhps Takano
LynchA Pingree Thanedar
Magagmer Pocan Thompson (CA)
Manm_ng Porter Thompson (MS)
Matsui Pressley T

: itus
McBath Quigley Tlaib
McCollum Ramirez a
McGarvey Raskin Tokuda

Tonko
McGovern Ross
Meeks Ruiz Torres (CA)
Menendez Ruppersherger Torres (NY)
Meng Salinas Trahan
Mfume Sanchez Trone
Moore (WI) Sarbanes Underwood
Morelle Scanlon Vargas
Moulton Schakowsky Vasquez
Mrvan Schiff Veasey
Mullin Schneider Velazquez
Nadler Scholten Wasserman
Napolitano Schrier Schultz
Neal Scott (VA) Waters
Neguse Scott, David Watson Coleman
Nickel Sewell Wexton
Norcross Sherman Wild
Ocasio-Cortez Slotkin Williams (GA)
Omar Smith (WA) Wilson (FL)
NOT VOTING—17
Boyle (PA) Garcla (IL) Steube
Cohen Jackson Lee
De La Cruz Pence
O 1705

So the joint resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 87

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of

Representatives:
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK-
FORCE: Mr. Grijalva, Mr. Courtney, Mr.

Sablan, Ms. Wilson of Florida, Ms. Bonamici,
Mr. Takano, Ms. Adams, Mr. DeSaulnier, Mr.
Norcross, Ms. Jayapal, Ms. Wild, Mrs.
McBath, Mrs. Hayes, Ms. Omar, Ms. Stevens,
Ms. Leger Fernandez, Ms. Manning, Mr.
Mrvan, Mr. Bowman.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. Sher-
man, Mr. Connolly, Mr. Keating, Mr.
Cicilline, Mr. Bera, Mr. Castro of Texas, Ms.
Titus, Mr. Lieu, Ms. Wild, Mr. Phillips, Ms.
Omar, Mr. Allred, Ms. Spanberger, Ms.
Houlahan, Mr. Kim of New Jersey, Ms. Ja-
cobs, Ms. Manning, Mrs. Cherfilus-McCor-
mick, Mr. Stanton, Ms. Dean of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Moskowitz, Mr. Jackson of Illi-
nois, Ms. Kamlager-Dove.

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECH-
NOLOGY: Ms. Bonamici, Mr. Bera, Ms. Ste-
vens, Ms. Sherrill, Mr. Bowman, Ms. Ross,
Mr. Sorensen, Ms. Salinas, Mrs. Foushee, Mr.
Mullin, Mr. Jackson of North Carolina, Mrs.
Sykes, Mr. Frost, Ms. Caraveo, Ms. Lee of
Pennsylvania, Mr. Lieu, Mr. Casten.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr. Golden
of Maine, Mr. Mfume, Mr. Phillips, Mr.
Landsman, Ms. Perez, Mr. Thanedar, Mr.
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McGarvey, Ms. Scholten, Ms. Chu, Ms. Da-
vids of Kansas, Mr. Pappas.

Mr. AGUILAR (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRANE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns today, it
adjourn to meet at 9:30 a.m. tomorrow,
February 2, 2023.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

——
PERMISSION TO COMPOSE SELECT
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE

WEAPONIZATION OF THE FED-
ERAL GOVERNMENT

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that notwithstanding section 1(a)(2)(A)
of H. Res. 12, as amended by section
1(c) of House Resolution 78, and the
order of the House of today, the Select
Subcommittee on Weaponization of the
Federal Government be composed of
not more than 21 Members, Delegates,
or the Resident Commissioner ap-
pointed by the Speaker, of whom not
more than 9 shall be appointed in con-
sultation with the minority leader.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

——————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H. RES. 29

Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I hereby remove my name
as cosponsor of H. Res. 29.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s request is accepted.

———

COVID NATIONAL EMERGENCY
MUST END

(Mr. LAWLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to applaud the House for passing
the Pandemic is Over Act, the Freedom
For Health Care Workers Act, the
SHOW UP Act, and for ending the na-
tional emergency.

I was in the New York State Assem-
bly when the COVID vaccine mandate
was passed, and I argued vociferously
against it. Even then we knew it would
cause irreparable damage to our
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healthcare facilities, forcing thousands
of healthcare workers out of their jobs,
and we were right. That is why it is so
important for Congress to take this
step and right that wrong.

Another refrain I hear over and over
again from my constituents is that we
need to end the national emergency
declaration. We get calls every day in
my office from small business owners,
teachers, carpenters, and other con-
stituents who simply don’t understand
why we haven’t fully reopened our
State and country.

COVID cases have dropped dramati-
cally across the country, and the num-
ber of cases today compared to the
same date last year are down over
600,000 cases. The fact is that this no
longer constitutes a national emer-
gency, and we should absolutely end
the declaration.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Senate to
pass these important pieces of legisla-
tion and encourage the administration
to accelerate their timeline on this im-
portant matter.

CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY
MONTH

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate Black History

Month. This month, we celebrate the
tremendous contributions of African
Americans to the growth of our Nation.

Just one example of that contribu-
tion is the beautiful edifice that we are
in today. It was built by people who
were uncompensated for their work,
but it is a beautiful testament in our
Nation’s example.

Black History Month started as
Negro History Week in February of
1926. That week was chosen because it
included the birthdays of President
Lincoln and famed abolitionist Fred-
erick Douglass.

In 1976, they expanded it and created
Black History Month.

Today, African Americans make a
difference in every aspect of American
life and highlight the fact that the Af-
rican-American story is the greatest
success story in our Nation’s history.

———
O 1715

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
THE PERMANENT SELECT COM-
MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces, without objection,
the Speaker’s appointment, pursuant
to clause 11 of rule X, clause 11 of rule
I, the order of the House of January 9,
2023, and notwithstanding the require-
ments of clause 11(a)(1)(D) and clause
11(a)(4)(A) of rule X, of the following
Members of the House to the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence:

Mr. TURNER, Ohio, Chair

Mr. WENSTRUP, Ohio
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Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

STEWART, Utah
CRAWFORD, Arkansas
STEFANIK, New York
KELLY, Mississippi
LAHOOD, Illinois
FITZPATRICK, Pennsylvania
Mr. GALLAGHER, Wisconsin
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT, Georgia
Mr. HILL, Arkansas

Mr. CRENSHAW, Texas

Mr. WALTZ, Florida

Mr. MIKE GARCIA, California
Mr. HIMES, Connecticut

Mr. CARSON, Indiana

Mr. CASTRO, Texas

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Illinois
Mr. CROW, Colorado

Mr. BERA, California

Ms. PLASKETT, U.S. Virgin Islands
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, New Jersey
Mr. GOMEZ, California

Ms. HOULAHAN, Pennsylvania
Ms. SPANBERGER, Virginia

——————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
THE STRATEGIC COMPETITION
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND THE CHINESE COMMUNIST
PARTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section
1(a)(2)(A) of House Resolution 11, 118th
Congress, as amended by section 1(b) of
House Resolution 78, 118th Congress,
and the order of the House of January
9, 2023, of the following Members to the
Select Committee on the Strategic

Competition Between the TUnited
States and the Chinese Communist
Party:

Mr. GALLAGHER, Wisconsin, Chair
Mr. WITTMAN, Virginia

Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Missouri
Mr. BARR, Kentucky

Mr. NEWHOUSE, Washington
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Michigan
Mr. LAHOOD, Illinois

Mr. DUNN, Florida

Mr. BANKS, Indiana

Mr. JOHNSON, South Dakota
Mrs. STEEL, California

Mrs. HINSON, Iowa

Mr. GIMENEZ, Florida

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Illinois
Ms. CASTOR, Florida

Mr. CARSON, Indiana

Mr. MOULTON, Massachusetts
Mr. KHANNA, California

Mr. KiM, New Jersey

Ms. SHERILL, New Jersey

Ms. STEVENS, Michigan

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Massachusetts
Ms. TORRES, New York

Ms. BROWN, Ohio

——————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
THE SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON
THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section
4(a)(1)(B)(1) of House Resolution 5,
118th Congress, as amended by 1(d) of
House Resolution 78, 118th Congress,
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and the order of the House of January
9, 2023, of the following Members to the
Select Subcommittee on the
Coronavirus Pandemic:

Mr. WENSTRUP, Ohio, Chair

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, New York

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Iowa

Mrs. LESKO, Arizona

Mr. CLOUD, Texas

Mr. JOYCE, Pennsylvania

Ms. GREENE, Georgia

Mr. JACKSON, Texas

Mr. McCORMICK, Georgia

Mr. RUIz, California

Mrs. DINGELL, Michigan

Mr. MFUME, Maryland

Ms. RosS, North Carolina

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA, California

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
THE SELECT SUBCOMMITTEE ON
THE WEAPONIZATION OF THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section
1(a)(2)(A) of House Resolution 12, 118th
Congress, the second order of the House
of today, and the order of the House of
January 9, 2023, of the following Mem-
bers to the Select Subcommittee on
the Weaponization of the Federal Gov-
ernment:

Mr. JORDAN, Ohio, Chair

Mr. IssA, California

Mr. MASSIE, Kentucky

Mr. STEWART, Utah

Ms. STEFANIK, New York

Mr. JOHNSON, Louisiana

Mr. GAETZ, Florida

Mr. ARMSTRONG, North Dakota

Mr. STEUBE, Florida

Mr. BisHOP, North Carolina

Mrs. CAMMACK, Florida

Ms. HAGEMAN, Wyoming

Ms. PLASKETT, U.S. Virgin Islands

Mr. LYNCH, Massachusetts

Ms. SANCHEZ, California

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Florida

Mr. CONNOLLY, Virginia

Mr. GARAMENDI, California

Mr. ALLRED, Texas

Ms. GARCIA, Texas

Mr. GOLDMAN, New York

———————

TRIBUTE TO DR. CHARLES
MACDONALD

(Ms. LETLOW asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. LETLOW. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to Dr. Charles
MacDonald, an outstanding public
servant who has left an incredible leg-
acy across the State of Louisiana.

Dr. MacDonald dedicated his career
to education—working as a high school
teacher and principal before becoming
an administrator at the University of
Louisiana Monroe.

After working 17 years on ULM’s
campus, Dr. MacDonald won a seat in
the Louisiana House of Representa-
tives. While serving in the legislature,
he authored the bill that created the
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Taylor Opportunity Program for Stu-
dents, or TOPS, a scholarship program
which has enabled hundreds of thou-
sands of Liouisiana’s best and brightest
to obtain a college education. I was for-
tunate to be one of the first recipients
of the program over 25 years ago.

To this day, Dr. MacDonald’s work in
higher education continues, as he cur-
rently serves on the Louisiana Board of
Regents.

He has been a mentor and friend to so
many, including myself, helping guide
young educators on their career paths,
and we are so thankful.

Mr. Speaker, today the House honors

an outstanding  Louisianian, Dr.
Charles MacDonald.
———

SUPPORT REPRESENTATIVE OMAR

(Ms. McCOLLUM asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as a Representative from Min-
nesota’s Fourth Congressional District
in support of my colleague, Represent-
ative ILHAN OMAR, of Minnesota’s Fifth
Congressional District. Together, we
are the Twin Cities.

Representative OMAR, alongside of
our colleagues, Representatives SCHIFF
and SWALWELL, have been unfairly tar-
geted for removal from committees, de-
spite their valuable experience, their
expertise, and their perspectives.

The American people elected us to
solve problems, to strengthen Social
Security and Medicare, and lower ev-
eryday costs. But, instead, there is
prioritizing of issues that the Repub-
licans are engaged in as a political
stunt—mo better than their extreme
MAGA members who traffic in hate
and violent threats.

My fellow Minnesotans and I see this
for what it is: a petty vendetta that
not only undermines our democracy,
but it puts the safety of those Members
at risk. Minnesotans and all Americans
deserve better.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support Representative
OMAR and vote ‘“‘no’” on H. Res. 76.

CENSORSHIP OF CONSERVATIVE
VOICES FROM BIG TECH COR-
PORATIONS

(Mr. LANGWORTHY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to bring more attention to
the censorship of conservative voices
from Big Tech corporations, particu-
larly with DIRECTV and AT&T’s deci-
sion to remove Newsmax, the second
conservative-leaning news channel in
12 months, from their programming
lineup and their customers’ televisions.

The fact that conservatives have this
very important outlet stolen from
them is simply unacceptable. This is
just another great example of the Big



February 1, 2023

Tech censorship that we have seen
time and again and we should not
stand for this as Americans.

The American people deserve to hear
all sides of political discussions to be
able to form their own opinions on any
given issue. Corporations should not
have free rein in dishing out their woke
agendas to censor content their paying
customers consume. I will fight to get
more answers on this as a member of
the House Oversight and Account-
ability Committee.

DIRECTV and AT&T will be hearing
from many of my colleagues and con-
stituents that are on our side in this
argument, as well as their customers
from around the country to reverse
this decision and prove to the Amer-
ican people that they are advocates of
the First Amendment, not an obstacle
for a fair and balanced political pro-
gram.

————

ROLLING BACK PANDEMIC
EMERGENCIES

(Mr. AUCHINCLOSS asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of responsibly ending
the COVID-19 emergencies and in oppo-
sition to showmanship that would un-
necessarily disrupt American’s access
to healthcare.

President Biden has committed to
end the COVID-19 public health and na-
tional emergency designations by May
11, choosing an orderly, predictable
wind down over the disruptions and
dislocations proposed by House Repub-
licans. Their actions this week could
immediately kick tens of millions off
their health insurance, leaving nursing
home residents without staff to care
for them, and cut off telehealth serv-
ices for people struggling with mental
illness.

Governing requires planning and de-
liberation. Unfortunately, Republicans
have put messaging over substance. We
can and will keep schools open and
make sure government officials are de-
livering for constituents while sus-
taining flexibilities and efficiencies
from the pandemic.

Mr. Speaker, for that reason, I urge
my colleagues to oppose these meas-
ures and support President Biden’s re-
sponsible drawdown of emergency au-
thorities.

———
BIDEN’S BORDER CRISIS

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, as Biden’s
border crisis continues to cost Amer-
ican taxpayers billions per year, I rise
today to introduce my first bill, the
Border Security Investment Act.

This legislation will target the mil-
lions of immigrants who entered our
country illegally, use American re-
sources, don’t pay taxes, and then pro-
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ceed to send money back to foreign
countries.

More specifically, it would place a 37
percent user-based transaction fee on
remittance transfers made through
money service businesses where the re-
mittance originates in the U.S. and is
sent back to one of the top five nations
of origin for illegal immigration.

Revenue collected is placed under
two trusts; both for border security. In
the first trust the funds will be used by
the Federal Government specifically
for salaries and wages for Customs and
Border Protection, physical barriers,
and detection technology only. The
second trust is allocated to reimburse
States for their expenditures for border
security enforcement measures.

Any unspent money under this legis-
lation from these two funds exceeding
$560 billion is allocated to the Treasury
solely for the purpose of reducing na-
tional debt.

While there is still plenty of work to
be done, this bill is a first step in se-
curing our border, keeping our commu-
nities safe, and working toward a bal-
anced budget.

———

PROTECT OUR WATER

(Ms. SCHOLTEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Mr. Speaker, I am
on the House floor today to talk about
an element that sustains us all—water.

My home State of Michigan is sur-
rounded by four out of the five Great
Lakes—our Nation’s largest freshwater
reserve. The Great Lakes region is
home to 51 million jobs and has a GDP
of $6 trillion. It is an economic power-
house.

Yet, despite the abundance of fresh-
water surrounding us, many of our con-
stituents do not have access to reliable
and safe drinking water. PFAS and
lead contamination continue to be an
issue for many West Michiganders. The
Great Lakes are home to one of our Na-
tion’s most incredible landmarks but
are under dire threat from climate
change.

We must protect our freshwater sup-
ply nationally and internationally. The
Great Liakes contain 90 percent of the
United States’ freshwater supply and 20
percent of the global supply. We have
to work with urgency to protect this
precious resource.

The importance of water nationwide
cannot be understated. It is an environ-
mental matter, an economic matter,
and a matter of national security.

This week, I am launching my work
on the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Subcommittee on Water and the
Environment where I will work to pro-
tect this vital resource, and I invite my
colleagues to join me.

———

ENTREPRENEURIAL SPIRIT OF
THE AMERICAN PEOPLE IS THE
ENGINE OF PROGRESS
(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, America
has always been a Nation of trail-
blazers. From the automobile to the
iPhone, the entrepreneurial spirit of
the American people is the engine of
progress that moves our world forward
toward a better tomorrow.

As we chart a course toward rebuild-
ing the world’s greatest economy, we
must ensure that this engine has the
fuel it needs to get us where we want to
go.
That is why earlier today I intro-
duced the Startup Act, alongside my
colleague from California (Mr.
DESAULNIER). This bipartisan bill
equips entrepreneurs and future entre-
preneurs with the training and re-
sources they need to start a business,
create jobs, and grow our economy.

Having built several small businesses
from the ground up, I know just how
difficult that process is. I wonder how
many Americans never make that leap
simply because they don’t know where
to start.

The Startup Act is about removing
barriers to entrepreneurship and ex-
panding access to programs and tools
that will help countless people turn
their version of the American Dream
into a reality.

——

0 1730
THURSDAY LUNCHEON GROUP

(Mr. CASTRO of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the 50th anni-
versary of the Thursday Luncheon
Group, which was founded in 1973 to
elevate the voices of African Ameri-
cans in U.S. foreign policy.

Since the early days of the State De-
partment, patriotic African Americans
have raised their hands to join our dip-
lomatic service only to find their path-
ways too often narrowed by bigotry. In
the face of this discrimination, early
trailblazers like Ambassador Terence
Todman, a six-time career ambassador
and founding member of the Thursday
Luncheon Group, successfully pushed
the State Department to root out seg-
regation and expand opportunities for
all employees.

Today, the Thursday Luncheon
Group plays an active role in pro-
moting African-American representa-
tion at all levels of the Department.

As I have worked to increase oppor-
tunities for underrepresented groups in
foreign policy, my efforts have been
guided by the counsel of the Thursday
Luncheon Group and other employee
affinity groups.

Congratulations to the Thursday
Luncheon Group on their golden anni-
versary. I look forward to working
with TLG and similar groups to recruit
and retain a diverse diplomatic corps
that proudly promotes American val-
ues at home and around the world.
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HONORING THE LIFE OF MARCY
GOODYEAR

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and honor
the life of Marcy Goodyear.

Marcy was born in 1971 in East Point,
Georgia. She moved to Albany in 1974,
where she attended Westover High
School.

In 2009, after living in Albany for
many years, Marcy found her way to
Darien, Georgia, located in the First
Congressional District of Georgia.

Marcy loved traveling and spending
time with friends and family. She en-
joyed working at Skippers’ Fish Camp
with her family as well as her time as
a city councilwoman with the city of
Darien.

Marcy’s smile was infectious, and she
never met a stranger. She will be dear-
ly missed by all of those who knew her.

On behalf of myself and everyone in
the First Congressional District, our
thoughts and prayers are with Marcy’s
family and friends.

————
HONORING  THE MEMORY OF
SELMA POLICE OFFICER

GONZALO CARRASCO, JR.

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, we are
mourning today the loss of Officer
Gonzalo Carrasco, Jr., who, sadly, was
shot and Kkilled in the line of duty yes-
terday protecting the citizens of
Selma, California. Selma, California, is
a wonderful community of about 30,000
people in the heart of the San Joaquin
Valley.

Officer Carrasco was a son of farm-
workers, a graduate of Reedley High
School, and worked constantly to in-
crease his opportunities to become a
police officer. He also, sadly, was pre-
paring to become a father.

He served with the Selma Police De-
partment for 2 years and did all he
could to protect the community.

His service, bravery, and sacrifice
will never be forgotten. It is a sad day
for the people of Selma.

I extend my heartfelt condolences to
his family, the Selma Police Depart-
ment, and the people in the valley.

May he rest in peace. God bless him.
We owe him a debt of gratitude.

——

HONORING WAR HERO
CHRISTOPHER MARIAN BALLABAN

(Mr. SANTOS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SANTOS. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to honor Mr. Christopher Marian
Ballaban, a constituent, war hero, and
Holocaust survivor in New York’s
Third Congressional District.
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Last Saturday, on January 28, Mr.
Ballaban reached his centennial, and I
would like to enter into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD this token of my appre-
ciation for his long and heroic journey.

Christopher was born in Poland and
joined the Polish resistance against the
Soviets at the young age of 16.
Throughout his entire life, he was held
in multiple slave camps throughout
Europe.

After escaping the final camp, Chris-
topher eventually joined the British
Army and fought against Nazis in Ger-
many and other enemy forces.

Finally, in the early 1950s, he found
his way home to the United States. I
could not be more honored to have a
man of such valor residing in the dis-
trict that I represent.

Let this serve as a public declaration
of respect and admiration for Mr.
Ballaban and his amazing family. I
would like to extend the happiest of
birthdays to Christopher, and I hope
that our paths cross soon.

——————

CONDEMNING BLOCKADE OF
LACHIN CORRIDOR

(Ms. SANCHEZ asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to condemn the Azerbaijani Gov-
ernment’s blockade of Lachin Corridor,
the only road connecting Artsakh’s Ar-
menian population to the world. Today
marks the 52nd day of the blockade.

My district is home to one of the
first Armenian communities in south-
ern California and was formed by sur-
vivors of the Armenian genocide. Now,
in the face of Azerbaijan’s aggression,
many of my constituents fear a second
genocide.

Last week, I spoke with a con-
stituent who was stuck behind the
blockade and who reported a dire situa-
tion: Over 100,000 Armenians have been
denied access to food, fuel, and medi-
cine, and the region has been left with-
out heat or power this winter. If this
continues, I fear a humanitarian catas-
trophe.

We must make it clear to Azerbaijan
that imposing its will on the Armenian
people by force is unacceptable. I call
on the administration to ensure that
aid reaches the people of Artsakh.

Today, my thoughts are with those
suffering under these inhumane condi-
tions, and I reaffirm my commitment
to ensuring that Azerbaijan is held ac-
countable for its aggression against the
Armenian people.

————
SOCIALISM IS A FAILED IDEOLOGY

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, social-
ism has failed everywhere it has been
tried and has caused millions of deaths
over the last century.
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In 1932 and 1933, Soviet leader Joseph
Stalin engineered a man-made famine
in Ukraine that killed more than 3 mil-
lion people. In 1938, 1 million people
were executed by the Soviet Union’s se-
cret police in a campaign of organized
terror.

From 1960 to 1962, over 50 million
people died in Communist China during
Mao Zedong’s Great Leap Forward.
Again, from 1966 until 1976, over 3 mil-
lion people were killed by Chairman
Mao’s Cultural Revolution.

In Cambodia, communist dictator Pol
Pot killed 2 million people, 25 percent
of his country’s population.

Almost 2 million North Koreans have
been killed by that country’s com-
munist government.

These are just a few of the examples
of socialism leading to mass death and
suffering for innocent people. These
deaths are a feature, not a bug and not
an anomaly.

Socialism never works, as its critics
must be silenced by force. It might
sound attractive going in, but people
who have voted it in usually have to
fight their way out of it.

Let’s be on the side of victims of so-
cialism, the tens of millions of them,
and speak out and condemn it in all its
forms.

——————

BLACK HISTORY IS AMERICAN
HISTORY

(Ms. CLARKE of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise on this day, the first
day of Black History Month, unfortu-
nately during a moment of unprece-
dented assaults on truth by those des-
perate to rewrite America’s history.

In this troubling time of banned
books and canceled curriculums, it is
with great urgency that I stand before
you, Mr. Speaker, to celebrate the pro-
found history of our Nation that far
too many far-right zealots are fighting
to conceal.

This is a special month, defined in
equal parts triumph and tragedy, and
centered in pride and appreciation be-
cause our African-American forebears
rose above oppression and helped cre-
ate the greatest nation the modern
world has ever seen.

Make no mistake, Mr. Speaker, only
the ashamed and the afraid hide from
history. Black Americans never have
and never will, for ours is a story of
victory over adversity, determination
in the face of uncertainty, and the
courage of our convictions.

Our story is America’s story. Let us
never forget, let us never concede, and
let us never be silent when we say that
Black history is American history.

————
STOP EBT CARD ABUSE

(Mr. GROTHMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)



February 1, 2023

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, as I
go about my district, I like to meet
with the average Wisconsinite to see
what is on their mind. It is so much

more illuminating than hanging
around Washington and meeting with
lobbyists.

Whether I stop in convenience stores
or food stores, which I do between my
meetings, inevitably the talk turns to
abuse of the EBT card. I hear stories
again and again of people selling EBT
cards for 50 cents on the dollar, which
apparently means that some people
don’t need them. Another complaint is
some clerks are able to look at the
card, or it turns up on the receipt how
much money they have left on the
card, and there may be thousands of
dollars there, which is also a problem.

I thought: What can we do to prevent
some of this abuse? We have introduced
a bill called ID for EBT Card, in which
a person’s photograph would have to
appear on the card.

When I speak to the clerks in my
convenience stores, they unanimously
believe that this would be a good idea
and be a step toward fighting the fraud
and abuse in this program.

——

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS IN
FIRST DISTRICT OF INDIANA

(Mr. MRVAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
express my appreciation for another re-
cent success for the First District of
Indiana from the Infrastructure Invest-
ment and Jobs Act.

Just this week, the Department of
Transportation shared that the cities
of HEast Chicago, Gary, and Hammond
received funding under the Safe Streets
and Roads for All grant program to de-
velop plans for infrastructure projects
designed to reduce transportation-re-
lated fatalities and serious injuries.

I am grateful for all the leaders and
public servants in these cities putting
in the work to successfully obtain and
utilize this new Federal resource.

As we proceed, I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with all local stake-
holders and my colleagues to support
and promote the safety of our transpor-
tation infrastructure so that all indi-
viduals and businesses can continue to
thrive and attract new economic activ-
ity to our communities.

———

HONORING WORLD WAR II
VETERAN JESS SAENZ

(Mr. CORREA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to honor my good friend, World
War II veteran Jess Saenz, who was a
member of the Greatest Generation. He
passed away at the age of 98.

Born in 1924, Saenz was 19 and had re-
cently graduated from Anaheim High
School when he joined the military in
1943.
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Jess was 1 of 50 young men from the
historic Colonia Independencia, a seg-
regated Mexican-American community
in my hometown of Anaheim, Cali-
fornia, who fought in the Great War.

Jess fought the Germans in the
Ardennes of France and would later
tell us his stories of how he lived in
foxholes for 14 months, withstanding
cold winter nights and drenching rains.

The war, he said, taught him to be
responsible and made him a greater
man.

Upon his return to the United States
in 1946, he married Nellie, raised four
children, became a carpenter, and
helped build this great country.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in salut-
ing World War II veteran Jess Saenz, a
true American hero and a member of
the Greatest Generation.

———
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WORKING FOR THE AMERICAN
PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JOHNSON) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, the 118th Congress is in full
swing now. We are here working full
time again for the American people.

I just wanted to take a few moments
tonight here on the House floor to clar-
ify some things about how this new
Congress has begun.

I point out, first, for scheduling pur-
poses, of course, the State of the Union
is next week. It is a time for the Presi-
dent to take stock and speak to the
American people about where our coun-
try is today and where we are heading.

I hope the President is able to make
good use of the opportunity, but I am
afraid we are going to be subjected to
more spin and few solutions to the
major challenges, even the crises fac-
ing the American people.

Mr. Speaker, much has been made by
the Democrats and the press about how
House Republicans have kicked off the
118th Congress, but we all know the
chatter is not an accurate representa-
tion of what is really going on around
here.

The cameras don’t capture it all. We
are delighted that the C-SPAN cam-
eras are roving about the floor now. It
gives a little more personal view of
what is happening here in the Cham-
ber, but so much of what goes on out-
side these walls is not apparent to the
American people.
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Let’s be plain about this. Let’s put it
plainly in real terms what is actually
happening now. There are some real re-
forms that have been brought forward
by the new House Republican majority.

We now have a much more open legis-
lative process. As I explained to some
friends back home over the weekend,
we all remember the cartoon. I am 51
years old. We remember the cartoon
Saturday mornings, “I am just a bill
on Capitol Hill,” and it explained how
a bill becomes a law. I explained to our
friends from Louisiana who were in
town that that has not actually been
the way a bill becomes a law in this
Congress for several years now.

We are getting back to that process.
We are getting back to what we were
taught in civics about how this is sup-
posed to work. Bills have to be limited
now to one single subject. We will no
longer vote on a bill without giving
Members at least 72 hours’ notice to re-
view it first. What a concept. You
might have to actually read that legis-
lation before you vote on it.

This is an important change: Any tax
increase must now meet a higher
threshold to pass. It was a simple ma-
jority, but now it is a two-thirds vote.
That is a really important reform for
the American people, given the state of
the economy.

There will be no new mandatory Fed-
eral spending increases without equal
or greater budget offsets. We have a
$31.5 trillion Federal debt. We cannot
continue on this trajectory. These re-
forms are really important for us.

By the way, remote voting and com-
mittee work are finally ended. No
longer will you see Members phoning in
their work. They have to be here. They
have to come to work.

Let’s contrast that with the old way
of doing business. Under the previous
leadership of former Speaker NANCY
PELOSI—the Democrats had been in
charge here for 4 years—we had bills
written behind closed doors, sometimes
literally by just a handful of people.
The bills were loaded up with unrelated
policies. These bills were unveiled,
then brought for a remote vote before
anybody could possibly read them,
much less debate or amend the legisla-
tion.

We all know the Democrats are ob-
sessed with having a top-down ap-
proach to legislating. I mean, they
have all but shouted it from the roof-
tops over the past few weeks. Sure,
that might have made former Speaker
PELOSI’s job easier, but it was not good
for the American people. It was not
good for the country. It was not good
for this revered institution.

I suspect if you ask the American
people, they would all agree. This is
just common sense. We are restoring
common sense here. We made commit-
ments to America, and we are going to
fulfill them.

Here is the reality: House Repub-
licans have started this year by insti-
tuting the most positive reforms to
this House in a generation. With Re-
publicans back in charge, the status
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quo, where there is no transparency, no
accountability, outright disregard for
regular order, is finally over, and that
is a very, very good thing for the coun-
try.

Mr. Speaker, this week we are voting
to end the COVID pandemic emergency
order. This is one of the topics we have
taken up, we have committed to the
American people that we would do it
when we started the Congress, and we
have.

President Biden has said the pan-
demic is over. His press secretary says
it isn’t. Since the White House couldn’t
get its story straight, we voted now to
put an end to the public health emer-
gency declaration. Since the pandemic
is over, the emergency declaration
should be over as well.

Mr. Speaker, this week we are also
passing the SHOW UP Act. Talk about
something that is popular with the
American people. This House has ended
remote work in this body, the Senate
did it long ago across the hall, and now
we are voting to do the same thing for
the remainder of the Federal Govern-
ment. It is beyond time to require that
the teleworking Federal employees re-
turn to work in order to remedy wide-
spread terribly poor customer service.

Consider this: The IRS, just the IRS,
they have a backlog right now of more
than 8 million tax returns from 2021.
Prior to widespread teleworking, the
backlog was approximately just 1 mil-
lion. That is an unacceptable thing. We
have Federal employees at all these
agencies who literally have not come
to work. Well, we are going to end
that. It is clear that these backlogs
and customer service problems are due
at least in part to ongoing teleworking
policies, even as the pandemic is now
in the rearview mirror.

Mr. Speaker, with Republicans back
in charge, I could give you many exam-
ples of things that are going to be im-
proving around here. That is just a
couple. The House is back to work, and
we intend to get the rest of the govern-
ment back to work for the American
people as well, whether all of our col-
leagues like that or not.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from the great State of California (Mr.
KILEY), my new colleague on the House
Judiciary Committee, to discuss an-
other important issue from this week.

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, this week
the House passed the Pandemic is Over
Act, terminating the national COVID-
19 state of emergency.

Now, of course, the pandemic is over.
It has been over for some time. Ameri-
cans are well aware of this. It seems
only the government has not been
aware of it at the national level and in
certain States in this country.

The House of Representatives passed
this bill ending the state of emergency,
ending the national emergency, and
the President responded in a very in-
teresting way. He agreed with us. He
said: Yes, the emergency is over on
May 11, which is a very interesting
concept. An emergency that you can
schedule to end in advance.
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This is a page out of Gavin Newsom’s
book in California where the state of
emergency there had continued month
after month, year after year, and as
the absurdities piled up, as California
last year hosted the Super Bowl during
a state of emergency.

As, by the way, the Governor refused
to abide personally by the dictates
issued pursuant to that emergency,
eventually he was forced to say, okay,
I will end it, and he decided to end it 6
months in advance. The state of emer-
gency in California will now be lapsing
on February 28, for those keeping score
at home, and the national emergency
will be lapsing on May 11.

This is inherently against the very
concept of an emergency, to say that
we can schedule it to end at a specific
date in the future. It is also against the
very concept of an emergency to say
that it can last for 3 years.

We have in this country for now al-
most 3 years experienced our form of
government being turned on its head.
At the national level, and in particular
certain States, our entire separation of
powers, checks and balances, and rep-
resentative government collapsed
under a one-man rule.

Now that we have moved on from
most of that—although there are still
some remnants of the controls that
were put in place still in effect—we are
in a position to assess what was the
outcome of all this. Yes, there was
some uniformity in terms of Federal
policy, but there was a great degree of
difference in terms of how different
States responded.

In my State of California, we had the
highest level of government coercion
and control throughout the entire
COVID-19 experience. We had the most
onerous business shutdowns, the long-
est school shutdowns, the worst church
shutdowns. We had the most onerous
mask mandates and vaccine mandates
and vaccine passports.

Each and every step of the way, Cali-
fornia had the highest level of govern-
ment coercion and control, generally
done via executive orders without the
say of the people, without the say of
the legislature, without meaningful ju-
dicial review, with 40 million people of
our State expected to simply comply.
That was the California experience.
That was the experience to a lesser ex-
tent of many other States.

But then you had States like Florida
that decided that citizens could be
trusted to make decisions for them-
selves, that empowered local commu-
nities to govern themselves, that fo-
cused on disease control rather than
population control.

We can now look, having been
through this for a few years and having
had very different approaches, what
was the result of this difference in pol-
icy?

Well, economically speaking, Cali-
fornia had basically the highest unem-
ployment rate in the entire country
throughout the COVID-19 state of
emergency, whereas Florida had just
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about the lowest unemployment rate in
the country throughout the state of
emergency.

California has experienced student
learning loss unlike anything that has
ever been seen before in this country.
There has been a 6 percent decline in
third graders reading at grade level
over the last few years, a 7 percent de-
cline for fourth graders in meeting
ELA standards, whereas  Florida
achieved the highest national assess-
ment of educational progress ranking
in their history across math and read-
ing for fourth and eighth graders in
2022.

In California, to take another exam-
ple, in L.A. our students lost an equiv-
alent of 6 months of math in terms of
their overall education in that period
of time. We will be grappling with the
consequences of this for a long, long
time. California experienced an eco-
nomic and educational calamity that
States like Florida did not experience.

What did we get in return?

We were all told this was done for the
purpose of safety. It was done in order
to save lives. We can now assess that
claim.

When you look at the actual num-
bers, there was no difference. Age-ad-
justed COVID mortality rates between
California and Florida were a wash. It
was the same, despite the unbelievable
toll that the lockdowns and related
policies took on the people of Cali-
fornia.

You can also make comparisons
within our State. I represent a number
of counties that did everything possible
to take the approach that Florida did
despite what we were dealing with at
the State level.

In Placer County, for example, we
were the first county in the State to
end the local state of emergency. We
had our kids back in school earlier
than anywhere else in California. We
were among the first to end mask man-
dates and to challenge vaccine man-
dates, and we did everything possible
to enable our businesses to remain
open. All the while, we took the steps
that were necessary to give vulnerable
individuals the tools that they needed
to protect themselves.

Now, all the while, those of us who
favored trusting citizens, who favored
freedom, were attacked viciously by
the likes of the Governor of California,
who personally attacked me by name
and said that I believed it would have
been better to let Californians die.

Again, you can look at the results in
Placer County as compared to other
parts of California. Our students did
much better, our employment rate was
roughly half the State average, and our
public health outcomes were much bet-
ter, with a COVID mortality rate about
two-thirds that of the rest of the State.

The evidence now is very clear as to
what approach worked and what ap-
proach didn’t. Those States that tried
as much as possible to maintain the
structure of our constitutional form of
government did a lot better than those



February 1, 2023

States that decided an emergency
could be used to effectuate an indeter-
minate one-man rule.

But there are some who are now say-
ing, as a recent headline in The Atlan-
tic magazine put it, that we should
simply declare a pandemic amnesty at
this point. We should move on, we
should forget about all of the damage
that was done to our kids, who may
never get the education, may never
make up for the learning loss that they
experienced. We should forget about
the damage that was done to busi-
nesses that in many cases have been
permanently lost, 200,000 businesses
throughout the country that were
shuttered. We should simply move on
and forget about it. Forgive and forget.

Look, I am all for letting bygones be
bygones, and I am willing to work with
anyone who is interested in creating
good policy going forward. But we do
need to pause and consider how it is
that this happened in our country, how
did we get to a point where the appear-
ance of a virus could cause our entire
form of government to collapse?

O 1800

Our Founders were not unfamiliar
with emergencies. After all, they had
just been through a war of independ-
ence and yet, they still believed that
combining the executive, legislative,
and judicial powers in a single set of
hands, as James Madison put it, was
the very definition of tyranny.

So how, well over two centuries now
after the founding, did we get to a
point where our institutions were so
susceptible to collapse?

I think that is a question that merits
serious scrutiny because it could point
us in the direction of getting back to
some of the founding principles that we
have lost touch with.

The fact is that we have seen govern-
mental power become more and more
centralized and consolidated in recent
decades in this country, and it simply
became all too easy to fast-forward
that process to its logical endpoint of
one-man rule.

We have seen our political institu-
tions become less and less representa-
tive, less and less self-governing insti-
tutions, and it became all too easy to
make them not representative at all.
Or we have seen more and more of our
levers of power in government con-
trolled by special interest groups, espe-
cially in California, my State, and so it
became all too easy to let special inter-
ests completely run the show as it did
when it came to the school shutdowns.

So I don’t believe that we can simply
move on and turn the page and forget
about what happened in this country
for the last few years. I think we need
to give serious thought as to what led
us to this point and how we can move
ahead and actually now get the pen-
dulum swinging in the other direction.
That is a far more in-depth conversa-
tion than my time today would permit,
but I simply would like to offer a few
ideas.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The first is that we need to defini-
tively end the emergency, not on May
11 but now, not in California on Feb-
ruary 28, but now, and any other States
that are retaining the altered legal
forms that were put in place through
the emergency. Along with that, we
need to end all remaining mandates
that exist.

We took a major step in that direc-
tion yesterday in this House by passing
legislation to end President Biden’s
vaccine mandate for healthcare work-
ers.

We also need to look at reforming
our emergency laws, to make it so you
cannot so easily declare an emergency
that lasts for years and is allowed to
continue indefinitely without any seri-
ous review of whether the conditions of
the emergency continue to exist.

In a broader sense, I think that this
is a moment where we as a country
need to look at the consolidation and
centralization of political power in this
country. Yes, at the State level but
largely at the Federal level, and espe-
cially in bureaucracies that operate
outside any sort of accountability on
the part of voters.

We simply have seen this happen over
the course of decades in this country,
and it has veered us farther and farther
from the idea of self-government that
was the great American innovation:
the institution of self-government.

Now I am seeing encouraging signs in
many ways that this is beginning to
happen. For example, I am starting to
see at the school board level, parents
are getting involved like never before.
Parents are running for school board
and changing the way that local school
districts operate and trying to fight
against mandates from the State level
that tell them how they should run
their schools.

The beauty of this is that it gives
parents a direct access point in terms
of how their local schools are run. That
is the idea of self-government, and I
think that is something to build on
going forward.

Finally, on the note of education, I
do think we need to get much more se-
rious in this country about civic edu-
cation which used to be something that
was not simply some addendum to one
of your classes but was part and parcel
of your entire education: what it was
about, to prepare you for active citi-
zenship, to be well grounded in what
has made America such a unique coun-
try in our Nation’s history, the great-
est country in the world’s history;
what the Constitution is about; why we
have institutions like freedom of
speech; why the separation of powers
and checks and balances are important.

I think if we start to teach these
things more meaningfully in our
schools, then it would reinforce our
civic institutions. It would leave them
less vulnerable to the sort of trans-
formation that they were put through
over the course of the last few years.
And should we ever face another pan-
demic or whatever other threat that
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may come our way, I think we will be
much better prepared to get through it
in the way that Florida did and in the
way that Placer County did. And not,
unfortunately, in the way that Cali-
fornia and many other parts of this
country had to suffer through with
such a high cost to so many people.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my friend from California.
Those are some very important in-
sights from the West Coast. We pray
that America does not make those
same decisions in the other States. I
am grateful for principled leadership
out of California here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN), my
good friend and colleague.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
unfortunate that this week things
have—the quality of intellectual
thought in this country has declined to
the degree that we have to bring a res-
olution to the floor condemning social-
ism, but that is the way it is.

Recently, polls have shown among
young people, about half have a posi-
tive view of socialism. Now, of course
these are young people whose opinions
are largely gathered not by personal
experience but by what their school-
teachers tell them or what they see on
television, so that may be part of the
problem, and hopefully, they will grow
their way out of it.

Nevertheless, I do feel it necessary to
make some statements as to why so-
cialism is an inferior way to govern
and is completely incompatible with
people who want to live in a free
society.

The first thing you need to know
about socialism, of course, it leads to
material goods which are not as good
as those under a free market system. A
lot of that means because the govern-
ment controls everything, you don’t
have an opportunity to have competi-
tion. The poor restaurant, the poor
manufacturer is never forced out of
business, never forced to improve, and
as a result it means a poorer society. A
lot of times the material goods by
themselves is one of the reasons
throughout history you see people
leave the Marxist, socialist sort of soci-
ety and flee towards the free market
system.

Cubans leaving to come to the United
States. When I visit the southern bor-
der, the Border Patrol always talks
about the Cubans. There are a lot of
Cuban doctors coming here—wealthy
by Cuban standards—but still they can
become much more wealthy in the U.S.

In the old days of the Cold War, peo-
ple left from East Germany to West
Germany, from North Vietnam to
South Vietnam to get to a country in
which there are more goods and more
quality. But I always feel it is a little
bit wrong to overly focus on the fact
that the free market inevitably means
much better material wealth.

It also deals with the freedom to do
anything else. When you have a social-
ist society, the government in a pure
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socialist society employs everybody.
And even in a partially socialist soci-
ety, a much higher percentage of peo-
ple wind up working for the govern-
ment and have to work for the govern-
ment.

Like all Republicans, in my political
career, again and again, I have had peo-
ple come up to me and tell me things
privately that they can’t say publicly
because they work for the government.

Schoolteachers who come up to me
and give a Republican perspective on
things or things they may disagree
with that the school board is doing.
But because they work for the govern-
ment, they can only talk to me quietly
like they were in the Soviet Union or
Communist China.

When I was in Wisconsin and we
changed the laws to give more flexi-
bility on how we deal with public em-
ployees about 12 years ago—it was
under Governor Walker—all Repub-
licans knew public employees who
quietly sided with Governor Walker,
but because they worked for the gov-
ernment, the little socialist part of
America, they couldn’t openly side
with Governor Walker. They had to
quietly whisper like we were in a Com-
munist country.

That is what happens when you have
too many people working for the gov-
ernment.

The Department of Natural Re-
sources is another example of that.
Again, people are coming and saying
they are doing things wrong, but they
dare not say so publicly because they
work for the government.

Of course, in addition to employees
who work for the DNR or work for the
university, it is not just political be-
liefs that they may have to hide in the
intolerance area of a very liberal polit-
ical entity—I am thinking about Dane
County, which is where Madison, Wis-
consin is—people, again, where the gov-
ernment is so big, they are forced not
only to hide their political beliefs, they
may have to hide their religious beliefs
because they are afraid that when it
comes to promotions, when it comes to
hiring, when it comes to firing, it could
affect them negatively because such a
high percentage of jobs come with the
government.

It is not just that. In a pure socialist
society, because there is a shortage of
goods, the ability to purchase goods
can also be dependent on toeing the
party line. We know that in Russia, or
previously Cuba, the ability to pur-
chase things is dependent on toeing the
party line. You can work all you want
but unless you are a member of the
party or toe the party line, you can’t
get the quality of goods that are there.
That is inevitably something that hap-
pens when the government becomes so
powerful.

Other perks are restricted if you
don’t toe the party line, things like
travel in a socialist state. Over time,
you begin to have restrictions and
maybe the opportunities to travel
abroad are only given to people who
have displayed fealty to the state.
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One of the things I am told to look
out for in Cuba is—Cuba, of course,
being an island nation—you would ex-
pect to have lots of boats all around
the island for people to go and fish,
people just to take advantage of the
Caribbean. But in fact, there are very
few boats because Cuba is a socialist
country and they are afraid people
would use those boats to leave the
country. That is another trait that you
have in advanced socialism.

Other things they may stamp down
on you for, they restrict your free
speech because they don’t want any-
body saying anything that might be
something the government disagrees
with.

If you look at Communist China,
even though to a degree they have a
free market, the huge government, be-
cause they are afraid of any dissent,
anybody telling the truth, cracks down
on churches. It seems hard to believe
that you cannot openly talk about
Christianity, openly talk about Christ
in China, but I am afraid you can’t.

You hear about Falun Gong in China
saying things that maybe aren’t ap-
proved by the government and there-
fore people crack down on that organi-
zation as well.

In any event, when young people say
they are for socialism or if you have
any children or grandchildren out
there who say there is socialism, point
out to them the inevitable lack of free-
dom that comes with it, that a high
number of people have to work for the
government. And if you have to work
for the government, they can promote
you or hire you or fire you based upon
political beliefs, based upon religious
beliefs.

In a free market system, there are
really an almost unlimited number of
people you can work with. There are so
many different businesses in the free
market system. If you don’t like to
work for someone else, you can always
start your own business. That is some-
thing that you can’t do under social-
ism, or they want to make it very dif-
ficult.

So I am glad that the United States
Congress, at least later this week or
early next week, is going to go on
record saying that we don’t like social-
ism. It should be completely unneces-
sary. And the fact that so many young
people think socialism might be okay
is really a damning indictment of the
educational, both K-12 and university,
system in this country.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. That is very
well said. The evils of socialism have
crept into all manner of our politics
and areas of our culture.

Mr. Speaker, I will end our Special
Order hour by just reminding the
American people here watching and
keeping track of this, that again, as I
said in the opening, the Republican
majority is in charge. The Congress is
now fully operational and we are back
to work for the American people.
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Every week now, we will be passing
substantive legislation that will send a
message to the people that there is a
new sheriff in town.

Today, in our House Committee on
the Judiciary, we had an hour’s long
hearing on the catastrophe at the bor-
der, hearing from those who are down
there contending with that situation
every single day. The hearings like
that one will lead us to legislative re-
pairs for some of these problems that
have been created by the Biden admin-
istration and the Democrats in charge
here the last couple of years.

This week, we are voting to end the
COVID pandemic emergency order at
long last. We are passing the SHOW UP
Act to get all these Federal employees
back to work. And as Mr. GROTHMAN
indicated, tomorrow we will be voting
to condemn socialism.

There is going to be a dramatic
change between the Republicans in
charge of this House and the Demo-
crats. We are grateful for the oppor-
tunity to lead. We will do that every
day and we will make the American
people proud with our policy reforms
and our process reforms.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——
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PROTECTING PISTOL-BRACED
FIREARMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE)
for 30 minutes.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on January 13 of this
year, the ATF finalized its unconstitu-
tional rule pertaining to firearms with
stabilizing braces. Under this new ATF
rule, any pistol-braced firearm would
be considered an illegal short-barreled
rifle, subjecting these firearms to dra-
conian regulations under the NFA, the
National Firearms Act of 1934, and
turning millions of law-abiding gun
owners into criminals literally over-
night.

Unelected antigun bureaucrats in-
formed law-abiding gun owners pos-
sessing pistols with these braces at-
tached that they will have only 120
days to register them once the rule is
published in the Federal Register. This
120-day amnesty window started yes-
terday, January 31.

As we have seen across the world
time and time again, what comes be-
fore gun confiscation? Gun registra-
tion. That is right. That is exactly
what ATF is now demanding.
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For stabilizer brace owners who do
not wish to register their firearms, the
ATF provides four alternatives.

The first: Turn in the entire firearm
with the attached stabilizing brace to
the ATF. That means forfeiting your
firearm.

The second: Destroy the whole fire-
arm. Again, another forfeiture of your
firearm.

The third: Convert the pistol brace
into a long-barreled rifle that does not
require registration but is also much
more difficult to use with a brace.

The fourth: Permanently remove and
dispose of, or alter the stabilizing
brace, from the firearm so that it can-
not be reattached.

If gun owners who possess braced
firearms refuse to register, destroy,
turn in, or alter their firearm after this
120-day window, they face National
Firearms Act violations, felony viola-
tions, including hefty fines of up to
$250,000 and up to 10 years in prison for
having an unregistered short-barreled
rifle.

In other words, the ATF’s rule turns
law-abiding gun owners into criminals,
into felons, for simply doing nothing.

That is right. If they do nothing,
then after 120 days, they are in felony
violation of ATEF’s reinterpreted law,
all for simply maintaining their Sec-
ond Amendment freedoms.

What exactly are these alleged haz-
ardous stabilizing braces? A pistol
brace, also known as a stabilizing
brace, is simply an accessory that is
attached to the rear of a large firearm
in order to anchor the gun to the
shooter’s arm to better stabilize it, al-
lowing them to be more accurately
shot one-handed, just like what you see
right here. This is a stabilizing brace.

These braces were actually designed
to help disabled veterans enjoy the
sport of shooting. In fact, as a Federal
firearms licensee, my company has
sold many of these pistol brace fire-
arms to assist disabled veterans so
they can improve their shooting capa-
bilities and their accuracy.

Unfortunately, these beneficial
braces have faced uninformed and un-
warranted backlash from unelected bu-
reaucrats for years.

In 2012, the ATF provided a letter de-
termining that pistol braces were legal
to use and to shoulder. This decision
was then reversed 3 years later by the
ATF. In 2015, stabilizing braces became
illegal to shoulder, turning braced fire-
arms into unregistered short-barreled
rifles. The braces remained legal if held
at arm’s length but illegal if brought
back to the shoulder. How does that
make any sense?

This flip-flopped again in 2017 when
stabilizing braces were once more de-
termined to be legal to shoulder by the
ATF, as long as the original design of
the brace remained unmodified.

Here we are in 2023 as braced pistols
are vilified yet again, declared by the
ATF to be unregistered short-barreled
rifles requiring registration and their
owners classified as felons if they sim-
ply do nothing.
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Clearly, as in most cases of unconsti-
tutional gun control, unelected bureau-
crats who have little to no knowledge
of firearms or respect for Second
Amendment rights are steamrolling
ahead with wunlawful restrictions,
which will impact, estimates say, any-
where from 3 million to up to 40 mil-
lion firearms across the country.

Why? To advance the less dangerous
dream of disarming our Nation and dis-
mantling our Second Amendment
rights. That is what gun control is all
about.

The ultimate goal is an unarmed and
subjugated America. I can assure gun
owners across this great Nation that I
and Second Amendment-loving Repub-
lican colleagues will do everything in
our power to never allow that to hap-
pen.

We are fighting this, and we are not
going to give up. Congress cannot allow
the ATF to brazenly disregard both our
Constitution and Congress’ role, its
sole role in legislation, its legislative
authority.

I don’t know if ATF Director
Dettelbach needs a copy of the Con-
stitution to revisit the explicit lan-
guage of the Second Amendment or the
direct powers granted to the three
branches of government, but the last
time I checked, only Congress has the
authority to make laws.

Let me say that again. Congress
makes laws, not unelected antigun bu-
reaucrats at the ATF or any other part
of the executive branch, for that mat-
ter.

Yet, given the ATF’s severely mis-
guided decision to advance its uncon-
stitutional pistol brace rule, I am ac-
tively leading the fight to stop this
grave injustice.

We have three key tools available to
us in Congress to fight the ATF’s tyr-
anny.

The first is H.R. 646, the Stop
Harassing Owners of Rifles Today Act,
or the SHORT Act, which I reintro-
duced yesterday with Senators ROGER
MARSHALL and JOHN KENNEDY. This
legislation repeals elements of the Na-
tional Firearms Act, thereby prohib-
iting the ATF from registering and
banning pistols with stabilizing braces.

The second element is a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval under the Congres-
sional Review Act, which we will intro-
duce in a matter of days to block the
ATF’s rule from infringing on Ameri-
cans’ Second Amendment rights. Con-
gressman RICHARD HUDSON, our NRCC
chair, has joined me in co-leading this
in the House, while Senators JOHN KEN-
NEDY and ROGER MARSHALL will intro-
duce the resolution in the Senate.

The third way that we can fight this
here in Congress is through the power
of the purse. As we write the ATF’s ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2024, we can
prevent taxpayer dollars from funding
this backdoor gun control through
what is called a limitation amendment.
As a new member on the Appropria-
tions Committee and the Sub-
committee on Commerce, Justice,
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Science, and Related Agencies, I look
forward to assisting in this effort.

With these three initiatives, we can
work together to stop the ATF’s un-
constitutional overreach.

It would be better if the ATF simply
decided to rescind the pistol brace rule
so we would not have to take these per-
manent measures, but we are fully pre-
pared to do so if they will not rescind
it.

I am proud to have several of my col-
leagues here tonight to expose the
ATEF’s unconstitutional rule, as well as
to highlight how Congress can stop this
latest form of gun control from infring-
ing on law-abiding gun owners’ Second
Amendment freedoms.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. VAN DREW).

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for doing this
today, and I thank him for leading the

fight.
Yesterday, I stood on this floor fight-
ing to ©protect Americans’ First

Amendment rights. Today, I am stand-
ing here fighting to protect Americans’
Second Amendment rights. God help
our Constitution.

Congress has afforded far too much
deference to unelected D.C. bureau-
crats in Federal agencies, and it is
time, with our majority, to rein in that
extreme power.

The left has talked about taking
your gas stoves away, has censored
your speech, and now the ATF, under
the guidance of this administration, is
coming to take away millions of pistols
from law-abiding gun owners, individ-
uals who own pistol braces, which were
originally approved by the ATF them-
selves.

What has changed? What is different?
What is new? I will tell you what has
changed. What has changed is now we
have an administration that is des-
perate to erode our Second Amendment
rights in more and more pervasive
ways as every year passes. It has con-
tinually chipped away at Americans’
constitutional rights because of the
lack of understanding of what the ac-
tual roots of gun violence are.

The administration is abusing the
powers delegated to the ATF to ille-
gally track gun owners, perform unau-
thorized compliance checks at people’s
homes, and now banning popular modi-
fications that, I will say it again, they
approved in the first place.

It has to stop. We are tired of it.
Americans are tired of it. This has to
end. That is why I am proud to join
these efforts to protect gun owners
across this great United States of
America.

As their duly elected Representa-
tives, we must fight back. We must
stand tall. We must be tough and stand
against this abuse of power on their be-
half.

Let me say this: As a duly elected of-
ficial and a gun owner myself, all I
have left to say to the ATF is enough
is enough. Our right to keep and bear
arms shall not be infringed.
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Mr. CLYDE. I thank my good friend
from New Jersey, from one of those
blue States where you don’t nec-
essarily think that there are pas-
sionate gun owners. I appreciate them.

Mr. VAN DREW. South Jersey. I am
going to teach you that. South Jersey
is a lot different.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from Colorado (Mrs.
BOEBERT), who is also the co-chair of
our Second Amendment Caucus here in
Congress and my good friend.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, first, I
thank my friend, fellow Freedom Cau-
cus colleague, and proven fighter for
the Second Amendment, Mr. CLYDE, for
organizing this Special Order. I thank
him for highlighting what is going on
here.

Mr. Speaker, the ATF’s new pistol
brace rule violates the separation of
powers. Bureaucrats don’t create laws;
Congress does. This rule functions like
a law that Congress never passed.

ATF—Alcohol, Tobacco, and Fire-
arms. In western Colorado, we call that
a fun weekend, but D.C. bureaucrats
have used this agency to infringe on
the rights of the American people.

When you research how many pistol
braces the ATF expects to be reg-
istered, the number varies. Some say 10
million, others say 20 million, and it
may even be 40 million.

Why such disparity? Because the
ATF doesn’t know how many are out
there because law-abiding Americans
do not trust them enough to tell them.

In fact, there are probably going to
be many more boating accidents this
spring and summer than we have ever
encountered in U.S. history from law-
abiding gun owners.

We don’t trust the ATF because of
their overreaching actions, exactly
like we are seeing with this rule.

There has been a lot of talk about
defunding the ATF, even abolishing the
agency altogether. I am still waiting to
hear a good reason why the ATF should
remain an agency at all. I have yet to
hear one.

Instead of providing regulations that
keep our communities safe, this agency
has made our communities more dan-
gerous by laundering weapons to the
cartels. Operation Fast and Furious ex-
posed the recklessness of the ATF, how
little regard they have for the rule of
law, and Americans have had a hard
time viewing this agency and its rules
as legitimate.

Think about it. The ATF had about
1,700 firearms that were being tracked.
They had tracers on them. They were
selling to known criminals during this
Operation Fast and Furious. They lost
1,700 traced firearms, and now they ex-
pect to go after law-abiding American
citizens for firearm accessories?

Are they really that competent to go
after this many millions of Americans
for a firearm accessory, a stabilizing
brace, when they had 1,700 tracked fire-
arms in the hands of known criminals
that they just lost?

I think that alone proves the legit-
imacy of this agency, and I am very ex-
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cited to bring them into an Oversight
and Accountability Committee hearing
so they can speak for themselves as to
why they should remain an agency in
our Federal Government and not have
the appropriate features of their agen-
cy put under another, like the FBI,
once we clean that out.
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But other than that, the Second
Amendment, it is absolute.

All the regulations the bureaucrats
make, the laws that bureaucrats are
trying to make, the unconstitutional
laws that are passed by the Federal
Government, the State legislatures,
they make our country less safe. Gun-
free zones are the most dangerous
places in our country.

The Second Amendment is absolute,
and it is here to stay.

A recent report states that Ameri-
cans own 46 percent of the world’s
guns. I think we need to get our num-
bers up, boys and girls.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. CLYDE for
hosting this Special Order. I thank him
for bringing us all together on this
topic and, hopefully, we can shed some
light to the American people and let
them know that we are fighting
against this agency and their abuse of
separation of powers.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Colorado for her un-
wavering defense of the Second Amend-
ment of our Constitution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his leadership
on this important issue because the
unelected career bureaucrats are at it
again. They are launching attacks on
our constitutional rights, the constitu-
tional rights of law-abiding gun own-
ers.

This seems to be the sole purpose of
the agency lately, attacking the Sec-
ond Amendment. Now they want to ban
pistol braces.

Americans who don’t know what a
pistol brace is might have some obvi-
ous questions after hearing about this
ban. What is a pistol brace? Obviously,
it makes guns more deadly, right? It
makes guns shoot faster. It makes
them want to be used only by people
who want to murder other people.

Why else would the ATF want to ban
it?

But the Americans who actually use
pistol braces know the reality: There is
zero logical reason to ban pistol braces.
It is a device used by a lot of disabled
veterans, a lot of people I know, to pro-
vide more stability when shooting a
gun.

Tens of millions of Americans own
this brace, but they would immediately
become felons when this goes into ef-
fect. That is not even practical from a
law enforcement perspective.

Now, you could argue, actually, that
the pistol brace makes the gun safer; it
makes it less likely to shoot things
they are not aiming at.
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But no, the impulsive leaders at ATF
have once again failed to apply simple
logic and reason to their decision-
making and, instead, chose to apply
the mindset of the authoritarian, gun-
grabbing bureaucrats we all know that
they are.

Congress cannot sit idly by. I re-
cently re-introduced a bipartisan piece
of legislation that would create an ap-
peals process for small business owners
hurt by these haphazard rulings. Right
now, the only recourse that exists is
for these gun shop owners and manu-
facturers to sue the Federal Govern-
ment in court.

Now, for the average American, that
is not exactly doable. It takes time and
a lot of money and a lot of resources.

My bill would put the ATF in line
with every other Federal regulatory
agency’s appeal process and ensure
Americans can petition their govern-
ment for the redress of grievances and
get decisions handed down in a timely
manner.

These taxpayer-funded, anti-gun ac-
tivists at the ATF cannot continue to
trample on our Second Amendment
rights without a response from Con-
gress.

We must never cease fighting against
these shameless power grabs, and Re-
publican must use our House majority
to protect law-abiding gun owners.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend from Texas for those inspir-
ing words.

I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. MASSIE), my good friend.

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Georgia for orga-
nizing this time on the floor. I think it
is so important.

We are talking about the brace ruling
from the ATF. A brace is a firearm ac-
cessory for disabled individuals. But I
am sure Biden went to his Attorney
General and to the ATF and said, you
know what, I hate guns. How can I take
millions of them off the street, without
regard for if they are legally owned?
And how can I do it without going to
Congress because I really don’t be want
to do that.

Now, keep in mind, this is adminis-
trative law. Our Founders were against
this type of thing because they knew
that the laws shouldn’t change with
each administration.

When Democrats controlled both
Chambers of Congress and the White
House, they didn’t pass this legislation.

This ATF rule says that gun owners
have 120 days of amnesty to register or
destroy their firearm if it has this fire-
arm accessory. If you don’t obey, you
become a felon.

What this administrative rule does
not do is it does not make people safer.
This ruling turns millions of law-abid-
ing gun owners into criminals. Tens of
millions of pistol braces have been sold
in the United States, with the permis-
sion of the ATF, the written permis-
sion of the ATF.

They are telling you to take this off,
or transfer it, or register it like a ma-
chine gun, basically, the same paper-
work.
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If you want to turn it into a short-
barreled rifle, guess what? Twenty-six
percent of Americans live in a State
where the ATF has left them with no
option. They will create an illegal gun
in their State if they comply with the
ATF ruling in order to keep their gun.

How much compliance do we think
there is going to be?

Well, there was a bump stock rule
similar to this. There are about half a
million bump stocks estimated in cir-
culation; 526 have been returned to the
government. So they have made half a
million felons is what they have done.

Now, Mr. CLYDE has several bills to
fix this. I can anticipate—or I believe
Justice Scalia, if he were alive, I can
tell you, I believe, based on a meeting
that I had with him, which one he
would prefer.

Several of us had breakfast with
Scalia, and we said, oh, Obama is so
bad, and we don’t have the constitu-
tional balance of government. Fix this
for us, Supreme Court.

Scalia said, this is not my job to ref-
eree fights between you and the execu-
tive branch. By the way, you are the
most powerful, powerful branch. You
are Article I, and you can’t—you have
all the tools you need to stop what he
is doing.

One of my colleagues said, well, im-
peachment is so hard. Scalia said, I am
not talking about impeachment. You
are funding everything you complain
about.

So I believe that his favorite method
here, and it is certainly my favorite
method, would have been to defund this
activity.

The ruling is unconstitutional. The
Second Amendment is clear. Shall not
be infringed means shall not be in-
fringed.

I urge all Americans to call their
Representatives and support ANDREW
CLYDE’s bill.

Mr. CLYDE. I thank my good friend
from Kentucky because he is abso-
lutely right. We have the power of the
purse.

I yield to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WEBER), my good friend.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Georgia for
yielding to me and for his efforts in
leading this fight.

Let’s get something straight. I am a
proud Texan, and let me tell you, Tex-
ans are not happy when the govern-
ment comes after their Second Amend-
ment right.

My District 14, on the Gulf Coast of
Texas, has more concealed handgun li-
censees than any other congressional
district in Texas, and I have to assume
in the country, for that matter.

The Second Amendment is extremely
clear: “The right of the people to keep
and bear arms shall not be infringed.”
What is so hard to understand about
that?

But, let’s face it, folks. The far left’s
dangerous attack on the United States
Constitution continues unabated, with
yet another example right here with
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the ATF’s unconstitutional pistol
brace rule, which bans millions of fire-
arms with stabilizing braces.

The ATF ruling could turn as many
as 40 million Americans into felons,
and those 40 million Americans are
sick and tired of faceless bureaucrats
trying to destroy the Second Amend-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, Thomas Jefferson once
said, where the people fear the govern-
ment, there is tyranny. Where the gov-
ernment fears the people, there is lib-
erty.

I would add, Mr. Speaker, fear the
government that fears your guns.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend from Texas for those great
words. He is absolutely correct. When
the government fears the people, there
is liberty.

I yield to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. GAETZ), my good friend.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for his leadership and for
yielding.

The ATF’s new rule criminalizing
pistol braces is a brazen and unlawful
attempt to usurp congressional author-
ity. This pistol brace rule will fail for
the same reason the bump stock rule
failed: The ATF does not have the au-
thority to create Federal law. Nobody
voted for the ATF, though I know a lot
of people who would vote against them
if they could.

This new rule will ban pistol braces
on certain firearms, forcing users to
jump through numerous hoops to com-
ply with this new decree or risk becom-
ing a felon.

Disabled veterans and others have
used these braces for years to help
them fire pistols, and the ATF has uni-
laterally decided that this is no longer
acceptable. Now, otherwise law-abiding
Americans will either have to destroy
their newly illegal firearms, or figure
out how to comply with an arbitrary
and confusing regulatory scheme out-
lined in the National Firearms Act.

The ATF cannot be trusted to pro-
tect our rights to keep and bear arms.
There is no timeline in which the ATF,
under any administration, would be-
come an ally. It needs to go. We need
to abolish the ATF before they abolish
our Second Amendment rights.

Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms
should be the name of a chain of con-
venience stores in Florida, not a Fed-
eral agency.

I urge every red-blooded American
and every conservative in this Congress
to stand with Representative CLYDE on
his legislation, and to stand with me
and cosponsor my bill, the Abolish the
ATF Act of 2023. Let’s get rid of this
unlawful agency once and for all, and
let this Special Order be considered a
shot across the bow.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend from Florida for that is, in-
deed, a great statement: A shot across
the bow; a great example of what the
United States Navy would do.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. BURCHETT), my
good friend.
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Mr. BURCHETT. I thank Mr. CLYDE
and the Speaker for your service to our
great country.

I don’t have any notes for this, but I
do want to say the ATF, to me, is the
swamp.

Now, here we have a group of
unelected bureaucrats, dadgummit,
that have taken upon themselves to in-
terpret a law.

It always reminds me, when I was in
Nashville one time. I was sitting at the
Crown Plaza across the street from the
Capitol with one of my dear friends
who just passed away; his name was
Tom Hensley. He was called the Golden
Goose. He was the liquor lobbyist. I
never voted for his bills, but he always
liked me.

He told me one time, a guy came up
and threatened him that worked for
our Governor and threatened him; and
he sat there, and he chomped on his
cigar; and he walked away and he
said—BURCHETT, he said, you know
what? He said, in a few more years he
will be gone and the old goose will still
be sitting here. That is exactly, exactly
the mentality of the swamp.

It is not like on an episode of The
Simpsons where they are all—six peo-
ple are sitting around at a table in the
old cartoon, and they are deciding
what is going on. It is a bunch of
unelected, arrogant bureaucrats who
think they know what is best for this
country.

Dadgummit, the ATF has over-
stepped their bounds once again. Law-
abiding Americans, law-abiding citi-
zens, law-abiding Tennesseans should
not be deemed criminal because of
some bureaucratic whim.

I appreciate the gentleman, thank
him for his service to our country,
thank him for this bill. I look forward
to voting with him on this bill and
being a sponsor.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from the great State
of Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK).

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. CLYDE) for hosting this Special
Order on an important topic.

My speech is well beyond the time I
am allotted, so I am just going to dis-
pense with the notes, really, and talk
about how absolutely insane, ridicu-
lous, and unconstitutional this new
rule is.

Not only has it been completely
blown out of proportion what the brace
is, a brace that was originally designed
for disabled veterans, increases sta-
bility, and since 2015, had been ruled as
an accessory by the ATF which, under
their own regulations, under their own
guidance, they said that they didn’t
have jurisdiction over accessories.

So I thought that was very inter-
esting that now we have an unelected
swamp creature, a bureaucrat who
thinks that they can now make fel-
ons—law-abiding citizens, felons by
now instituting this 120-day rule.

A lot of people have talked about
this, but few have talked about the
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economic impact this will have. Based
on the NICS data that we have, this is
going to be a $1.9 billion hit to the fire-
arms industry; $1.9 billion to law-abid-
ing citizens.

Believe me, this rule has nothing to
do with gun safety. This has nothing to
do with making communities safer.
This is just a backroom attempt, a
backdoor attempt to get at the firearm
industry. That is all this is and nothing
more.
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This is why, Mr. Speaker, we have to
pass the SHORT Act. This is why we
have to pass the REINS Act, because
the REINS Act would prohibit any reg-
ulation that has a $100 million or more
impact to an industry to come back to
Congress for an up or down vote.

You can fire your Congress-critter,
but you cannot fire these unelected bu-
reaucrats. We need to pass the REINS
Act. We need to absolutely stop this
regulation in its tracks. It is time to,
once and for all, let those swamp crea-
tures know that the Second Amend-
ment shall not be infringed.

Mr. Speaker, thank you to the gentleman
from Georgia and my friend, Mr. CLYDE, for
hosting this special order on such an impor-
tant topic. Most of you have likely heard about
the new rule from the Bureau of Alcohol, To-
bacco, Firearms and Explosives, or ATF, that
targets stabilizing braces for pistols. The rule
wrongly reclassifies these braces as “short ri-
fles,” which are heavily regulated under that
National Firearms Act. The final rule, pub-
lished yesterday, January 31st started a 120-
day clock for law-abiding gunowners to de-
stroy, forfeit, or register their braces with the
ATF. Otherwise, the new regulation will con-
sider any unregistered stabilizing pistol brace
as a short-barreled rifle and will subject the
owner to penalties of up to 10 years of impris-
onment, up to a $10,000 fine, or both.

This is insane and it's an infringement on
Americans’ Second Amendment rights through
bureaucratic rulemaking.

For those who aren’t familiar with stabilizing
braces, these devices were originally designed
with disabled veterans in mind and have been
on the market for over a decade. Until last
year, the ATF repeatedly stated that stabilizing
braces did not convert the handguns into
short-barreled rifles. In fact, they claimed
going back to 2015 that braces were an ac-
cessory and therefore not subject to jurisdic-
tion of the ATF. But Now, bureaucrats at the
ATF are changing course. By changing this
definition, the ATF is effectively making crimi-
nals out of millions of law-abiding Americans
when they do not register by a certain date.
The ATF is reversing over a decade of agency
guidance and rulings on which the firearm in-
dustry and law-abiding gun owners have relied
for years. The ATF estimates around three
million stabilizing braces have been sold, how-
ever, a report from the Congressional Re-
search Service puts that number much high-
er—between 10 million and 40 million.

If you look at just the cost—the cost of this
new regulation—a rule put in place by
unelected bureaucrats, this one rule will cost
the firearm industry and gun owners a whop-
ping $1.9 billion! This number was calculated
by using data in NICS and industry data on
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the average cost of pistol braced firearms.
Make no mistake. This new rule is not about
gun safety. This is not about gun violence.
This is a back door attempt to take down the
firearm industry and make millions of law abid-
ing citizens—felons. We must stop this uncon-
stitutional overreach by the ATF and we will.

The Second Amendment is straight-
forward—the right to bears arms shall not be
infringed. We cannot allow the federal govern-
ment to make it harder—or impossible—for
small business owners, homeowners, and law-
abiding citizens to defend themselves. That is
why we must pass the Joint Resolution of Dis-
approval for this rule, which prevents it from
going into effect and prohibits the ATF from
implementing a similar rule in the future. In ad-
dition, we must pass the SHORT Act, which
would remove the unconstitutional taxation,
registration, and regulation in the National
Firearms Act of Short Barreled Rifles, Short
Barreled Shotguns, and those classified as
Any Other Weapons.

Finally, this is just another in a very long
line of examples of why we must pass the
REINS Act. The REINS Act would prohibit
these swamp creatures—the unelected bu-
reaucratic class from legislating from the
agency rather than through Congress. The bill
is simple. Any major rule or regulation would
be required to come back to Congress for an
up or down vote. Why? Because you can fire
Your Congress-critter. But the big, government
establishment has made it virtually impossible
to fire these bureaucrats. Once passed, this
rule would have never been allowed to go into
effect. It's time to pass the Reins act. Time to
pass the short act and protect our constitu-
tional rights.

| am proud to join Representative CLYDE in
introducing these bills, and | appreciate the
opportunity to speak on the issue here tonight.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
great colleague from the State of Flor-
ida for those encouraging remarks. I
thank all of my colleagues who partici-
pated here in this Special Order to-
night. It is incredibly important that
we show Americans that we are united
and unwavering in protecting and pre-
serving our Second Amendment free-
doms.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

—

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania (at the re-
quest of Mr. JEFFRIES) for today after 3
p.m. on account of a family religious
obligation that required his presence in
the district.

Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of
Mr. JEFFRIES) for today after noon on
account of official business related to
the necessity of being unavoidably
away in Memphis, Tennessee.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 46 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, February 2, 2023, at 9:30 a.m.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-303. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
General Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Pen-
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s Major final rule —
Special Financial Assistance by PBGC-With-
drawal Liability Condition Exception (RIN:
1212-ABb53) received January 30, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce.

EC-304. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and
Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy, Department
of Energy, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Energy Conservation Program:
Test Procedure for Dishwashers [EERE-2016-
BT-TP-0012] (RIN: 1904-AD96) received Janu-
ary 27, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-305. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, National Institutes of Health, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
National Institutes of Health Loan Repay-
ment Programs [Docket Number: NIH-2020-
0001] (RIN: 0925-AA68) received January 25,
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-306. A letter from the Director, RPMS,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Radiological Health Regulations; Amend-
ments to Records and Reports for Radiation
Emitting Electronic Products; Amendments
to Performance Standards for Diagnostic X-
ray, Laser, and Ultrasonic Products [Docket
No.: FDA-2018-N-3303] (RIN: 0910-AH65) re-
ceived January 25, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-307. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — List-
ing of Color Additives Exempt From Certifi-
cation; Calcium Carbonate; Confirmation of
Effective Date [Docket No.: FDA-2017-C-6238]
received January 27, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

EC-308. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Second 10-Year
Maintenance Plan for the Indian Wells Val-
ley PM10 Planning Area; California [EPA-
R09-OAR-2021-0549; FRIL-8856-02-R9] received
January 4, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-309. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Significant New
Use Rules on Certain Chemical Substances
(21-1.5e); Correction [EPA-HQ-OPPT-2020-
0588; FRL-8582-03-OCSPP] (RIN: 2070-AB27)
received January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

EC-310. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval;
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Ohio; Redesignation of the Ohio portion of
the Cincinnati, Ohio-Kentucky Area to At-
tainment of the 2015 Ozone Standard; Correc-
tion [EPA-R05-OAR-2021-0949; FRL-9532-03-
R5] received January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

EC-311. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Rimsulfuron; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0447;
FRL-10478-01-OCSPP] received January 24,
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-312. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — Malic Acid; Toler-
ance Exemption [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0305;
FRL-10494-01-OCSPP] received January 24,
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-313. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Internal Network Security Monitoring for
High and Medium Impact Bulk Electric Sys-
tem Cyber Systems [Docket No.: RM22-3-000;
Order No.: 887] received January 26, 2023, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

EC-314. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Procedures for Re-
sponding to Petitions for Rulemaking re-
ceived January 4, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-315. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s enforcement policy statement
— Policy Statement on Enforcement Related
to Gig Work received January 4, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

EC-316. A letter from the Alternate OSD
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Civil Monetary Penalty Infla-
tion Adjustment [Docket ID: DOD-2016-OS-
0045] (RIN: 0790-AL58) received January 24,
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-317. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s policy statement — Statement
of the Commission on Use of Prior Approval
Provisions in Merger Orders received Janu-
ary 4, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-318. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Initial Guidance Regarding the Appli-
cation of the Corporate Alternative Min-
imum Tax under Sections 55, 56A, and 59 of
the Internal Revenue Code [Notice 2023-7] re-
ceived January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-319. A letter from the Branch Chief,
Legal Processing Division, Publications and
Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s IRB only rule
— Prevailing Wage and Apprenticeship Ini-
tial Guidance Under Section 45(b)(6)(B)(ii)
and Other Substantially Similar Provisions
[Notice 2022-61] received January 24, 2023,
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pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

EC-320. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg-
ulations — Treatment of Special Enforce-
ment Matters [TD 9969] (RIN: 1545-BP01) re-
ceived January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-321. A letter from the Branch Chief,
Legal Processing Division, Publications and
Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s final regula-
tions — Information Reporting of Health In-
surance Coverage and Other Issues Under
Sections 5000A, 6055, and 6056 [TD 9970] (RIN:
15645-BQ11) received January 24, 2022, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

EC-322. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — TCJA Section 174 Changes in Method
of Accounting (Rev. Proc. 2023-8) received
January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-323. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Changes in accounting period and in
methods of accounting (Rev. Proc. 2023-11)
received January 24, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

EC-324. A letter from the Executive Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional Workplace
Rights, transmitting the Office’s Annual Re-
port on Awards and Settlements for Calendar
Year 2022 for Employing Offices of the House
of Representatives, the Report on Awards
and Settlements for Calendar Year 2022 for
Employing Offices of the Senate, and the Re-
port on Awards and Settlements for Calendar
year 2022 for Employing Offices other than
Employing Offices of the House of Represent-
atives or the Senate, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
1381(1)(1)(A); Public Law 104-1, title III,
301(D)(1)(A) (as added by Public Law 115-397,
title II, 201(a)(1)(B)); (132 Stat. 5315); jointly
to the Committees on House Administration
and Education and the Workforce.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. RESCHENTHALER: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 8. Resolution pro-
viding for consideration of the concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 9) denouncing the
horrors of socialism, and providing for con-
sideration of the resolution (H. Res. 76) re-
moving a certain Member from a certain
standing committee of the House (Rept. 118—
2). Referred to the House Calendar.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Ms. UNDERWOOD (for herself, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. NORTON,
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Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. NADLER, Ms. LOIS
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. SCANLON,
Mr. CARSON, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. PORTER,
Mrs. MCBATH, Mr. LIEU, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. ALLRED, Ms. BONAMICI,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. WILLIAMS of Geor-
gia, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
LYNCH, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. EVANS, Ms.

TOKUDA, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr.
LANDSMAN, Ms. WILD, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms.

KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. STEVENS, Ms.
McCoLLuM, Ms. TITUS, Mrs. HAYES,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, Ms. JACOBS, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr.
GOMEZ, Ms. CHU, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr.
CASTEN, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. BEYER, Ms. MANNING,
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms.
CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. MFUME):

H.R. 694. A bill to amend the Family and
Medical Leave Act to expand employees eli-
gible for leave and employers subject to
leave requirements, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on House Administration, and Oversight
and Accountability, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Ms.
WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. HUFFMAN,
Mr. GARAMENDI, and Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia):

H.R. 695. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to clarify the use of certain
taxes and revenues; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself and Mrs.
TORRES of California):

H.R. 696. A bill to direct the United States
Postal Service to designate a single, unique
ZIP Code for Eastvale, California; to the
Committee on Oversight and Accountability.

By Ms. TLAIB (for herself, Ms. BUSH,
and Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania):

H.R. 697. A bill to amend the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 to clarify that disparate impacts
on certain populations constitute a suffi-
cient basis for rights of action under such
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. ALLRED,
Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BALINT, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BERA,
Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.
BOWMAN, Mr. BOoYLE of Pennsylvania,
Ms. BROWN, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CAR-
SON, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mr.
CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CASAR, Mr. CASE,
Mr. CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms. CHU, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CORREA,
Mr. CosTA, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
CrROW, Ms. DAvVIDS of Kansas, Mr.
DAvis of Illinois, Ms. DEAN of Penn-
sylvania, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. DELUZIO,
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr.
DOGGETT, Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. ESHOO,
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Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS, Mrs.
FLETCHER, Mr. FOSTER, Mrs.
FOUSHEE, Ms. Lols FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Mr. FrOST, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr.
ROBERT GARCIA of California, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. GOLDMAN of
New York, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. HARDER of California,
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HIGGINS of New
York, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr.
HOYER, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. HUFFMAN,
Mr. IVEY, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Ms. LEE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. JACKSON of North Caro-
lina, Ms. JACOBS, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAMLAGER-
DOVE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, Ms.
KELLY of Illinois, Mr. KHANNA, Mr.
KILDEE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. KiM of New
Jersey, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms.
KUSTER, Mr. LANDSMAN, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs.
LEE of Nevada, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LIEU, Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MAGAZINER,

Ms. MANNING, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs.
MCBATH, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr.
MCGARVEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
MEEKS, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MENG,

Mr. MFUME, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
Mr. MORELLE, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr.
MouLTON, Mr. MRVAN, Mr. MULLIN,
Mr. NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
NEAL, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. NICKEL, Mr.
NORCROSS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OCASIO-
CORTEZ, Ms. OMAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PANETTA, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr. PASCRELL,
Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. PETERS,
Ms. PETTERSEN, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms.
PINGREE, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. POCAN,
Ms. PORTER, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr. RASKIN,
Ms. Ross, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER, Mr. RYAN, Mr. SABLAN, Ms.
SALINAS, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Ms. SCANLON, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SCHNEIDER,
Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. ScOTT of Virginia,
Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Ms. SE-
WELL, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. SHERRILL,
Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. SO0TO, Ms. SPANBERGER,

Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. STANTON, Ms.
STEVENS, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr.
SWALWELL, Mrs. SYKES, Mr. TAKANO,
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr.

THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. TITUS,
Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. TONKO, Mrs. TORRES
of California, Mr. TORRES of New
York, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. TRONE, Ms.

UNDERWOOD, ~Mr. VARGAS, Mr.
VASQUEZ, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WATERS,

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. WEXTON,
Ms. WILD, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
Ms. WILsON of Florida, and Mr.
VEASEY):

H.R. 698. A bill to regulate assault weap-
ons, to ensure that the right to keep and
bear arms is not unlimited, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. ALLEN (for himself and Mr.
DESAULNIER):

H.R. 699. A bill to amend the Workforce In-
novation and Opportunity Act to authorize a
study to review specific outcomes of entre-
preneurial skills development programs, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself and
Mr. KILDEE):

H.R. 700. A bill to treat certain liquida-
tions of new motor vehicle inventory as
qualified liquidations of LIFO inventory for
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purposes of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. BANKS:

H.R. 701. A bill to restrict the appointment
of certain military personnel to diversity,
equity, and inclusion positions; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HORSFORD:

H.R. 702. A bill to protect consumers from
price-gouging of residential rental and sale
prices, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Ms. WIL-
LIAMS of Georgia, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Ms. KEeLLY of Illinois, Ms.
PLASKETT, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. BROWN,
Mr. SABLAN, Ms. LoIS FRANKEL of
Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. BOWMAN, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. IVEY, Ms.
BONAMICI, Mr. MFUME, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. LYNCH, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. MENG, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mrs. HAYES, Ms. JAYAPAL,
Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Ms. LEE of California, Mrs. MCBATH,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms.
PRESSLEY, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mrs.
SYKES, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER):

H.R. 703. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Education to award grants to eligible enti-
ties to carry out educational programs that
include the history of peoples of African de-
scent in the settling and founding of Amer-
ica, the economic and political environments
that led to the development, institutional-
ization, and abolition of slavery and its im-
pact on all Americans, the exploration and
expansion of America, impact on and con-
tributions to the development and enhance-
ment of American life, United States his-
tory, literature, the economy, politics, body
of laws, and culture, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself and
Mr. LAHOOD):

H.R. 704. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to permit nurse practi-
tioners and physician assistants to satisfy
the documentation requirement under the
Medicare program for coverage of certain
shoes for individuals with diabetes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BOST (for himself, Ms.
STEFANIK, Mr. BERGMAN, Ms. MACE,
Mr. ROSENDALE, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS,
Mr. MURPHY, Mr. VAN ORDEN, Mr.
LUTTRELL, Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr. CRANE,
Mr. SELF, Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia,
Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. MANN, Mr. BANKS,
Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Mr.
HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr. CRAWFORD,
Mr. GAETZ, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr.
BAIRD, Mrs. BOEBERT, Mr. FEENSTRA,
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr. JACK-
SON of Texas, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. GUTH-
RIE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr.
CLINE, Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr.
FINSTAD, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. BABIN,
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Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.

JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
LATURNER, Mr. HUDSON, Mr.
WESTERMAN, Mrs. HOUCHIN, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Mrs. FISCHBACH, Mr.

CARL, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. HUIZENGA,
and Mr. LAMBORN):

H.R. 705. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to prohibit the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs from transmitting certain
information to the Department of Justice for
use by the national instant criminal back-
ground check system; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. BROWN (for herself, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Mrs. HAYES, and Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia):

H.R. 706. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to allow households with
children with chronic medical conditions to
deduct allowable medical expenses incurred
by such household member that exceeds $35
per month; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 707. A bill to require a study of the
barriers to conservation practice adoption on
leased agricultural land, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 708. A bill to require the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service to review the
national conservation practice standards,
taking into consideration climate benefits,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BOWMAN, Ms. BUSH, Mr. CARDENAS,
Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CosTA, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
DAvVIs of Illinois, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr.
EVANS, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. GARCIA of
Illinois, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. JACOBS, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Mr. KEATING,
Mr. KHANNA, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MCGARVEY, Mr.
MCcGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. MFUME,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MRVAN,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. OMAR, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. THOMPSON
of Mississippi, Mr. TORRES of New
York, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. VARGAS, Mr.
VEASEY, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
and Ms. WILSON of Florida):

H.R. 709. A bill to posthumously award a
Congressional gold medal to Muhammad Ali,
in recognition of his contributions to the Na-
tion; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

By Mr. CASE (for himself and Mr.
WOMACK):

H.R. 710. A bill to establish a national com-
mission on fiscal responsibility and reform,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Budget, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida:

H.R. 711. A bill to amend title XXVII of the
Public Health Service Act to eliminate the
short-term limited duration insurance ex-
emption with respect to individual health in-
surance coverage; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mr.
ELLZEY, Mr. MORAN, Mr. PFLUGER,
Mr. JACKSON of Texas, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Ms. DE LA CRruUzZ, Mr.
ARRINGTON, Mr. ROy, Ms. VAN DUYNE,
and Mr. BABIN):
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H.R. 712. A bill to reimburse the States for
border security expenses, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mr.
ELLZEY, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Ms. VAN DUYNE, and Mr. HUD-
SON):

H.R. 7138. A bill to provide enhanced capa-
bilities to combat transnational criminal
cartels, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committees on Foreign Affairs, Finan-
cial Services, Ways and Means, and Home-
land Security, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself, Mr.
TONY GONZALES of Texas, Mr.
FALLON, Mr. PFLUGER, Ms. CROCKETT,
Mr. McCAUL, Mr. JACKSON of Texas,
Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. GOODEN of Texas, Mr.
ELLZEY, and Mr. MOORE of Alabama):

H.R. 714. A bill to amend the Agriculture
Improvement Act of 2018 to extend the feral
swine eradication and control pilot program;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Ms.
BoONAMICI, Mrs. BEATTY, Mrs. TORRES
of California, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. TONKO, Mr. PANETTA,
Ms. STEVENS, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms.
DAvIDS of Kansas, Mr. HIGGINS of
New York, Mr. CoSTA, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Mr. CARDENAS, Ms. JA-
CcOBS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. McCOLLUM,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. KAMLAGER-
DoVE, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr.
STANTON, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. GARCIA
of Texas, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Ms. TITUS, Mrs.
FLETCHER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. LARSON
of Connecticut, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN,
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CASE, Mr. ROBERT
GARCIA of California, Mr. CORREA,
Mr. PHILLIPS, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Ms. WEXTON, Mr. NEGUSE,
Mr. DAvis of Illinois, Ms. UNDER-
WO0OD, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. BEYER, Mrs.

HAYES, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr. MORELLE,
Ms. MENG, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Mr.
TRONE, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. LEE of
California, Mr. CASTEN, Mr. SHER-

MAN, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
SARBANES, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. NADLER,
Mr. MOULTON, Ms. WILLIAMS of Geor-
gia, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
TOKUDA, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. HIMES, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. ADAMS,
Mr. GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. NICK-
EL, Ms. Ross, Ms. EsHOO, Mr. McGoOV-
ERN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. LYNCH, Ms.
WILD, Mr. GOMEZ, Ms. PINGREE, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Ms. CHU, Mr. VARGAS, Mr.
MULLIN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. Fos-
TER, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. LEVIN,
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. KILMER, Mrs. MCBATH,
Mr. EVANS, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. MFUME, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. PLASKETT, Ms.
SALINAS, Mr. BERA, Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr.
LANDSMAN, Ms. OMAR, Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia, Ms. DELAURO, Mrs. TRAHAN,
Ms. SEWELL, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. PETTERSEN,
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr.
CLEAVER, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. KILDEE,
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Mr. IVEY, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. BROWN,
Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. POR-
TER, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. POCAN, Ms. OCASIO-COR-
TEZ, Mr. MCGARVEY, Mr. RUIzZ, Ms.
SCHOLTEN, Mr. TORRES of New York,
Ms. BALINT, Mr. BOWMAN, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Mr. KiMm of New Jer-
sey, Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, Mr.
DELUZIO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. GALLEGO,
Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Mr. AGUILAR,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER,
Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. COURT-
NEY, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Ms.
STRICKLAND, Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of
Florida, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. CROW, Ms.
SPANBERGER, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
SoTO0, Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. MAGAZINER,
Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mr.
ALLRED, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. FROST, and
Mr. MOSKOWITZ):

H.R. 715. A Dbill to require a background
check for every firearm sale; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mr.
PANETTA, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. MCBATH,
Mr. MOULTON, Ms. McCoLLUM, Ms.
LoIis FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania,
Ms. SCANLON, Ms. TITUS, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. Ross, Ms. OMAR, Mr. CROW,
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. KiM of New Jersey,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. LIEU,
and Mr. BOWMAN):

H.R. 716. A bill to provide for cost-of-living
increases for certain Federal benefits pro-
grams based on increases in the Consumer
Price Index for the elderly; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs,
Oversight and Accountability, and Armed
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas
(for himself, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. CUELLAR, Ms. SALAZAR,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. GARCIA of Texas,
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
NEGUSE, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. BLU-
MENAUER):

H.R. 717. A bill to prohibit the removal
from the United States of certain veterans,
to expedite their naturalization, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. . B

By Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON (for her-
self and Ms. PLASKETT):

H.R. 718. A Dbill to amend the Bipartisan
Budget Act of 2018 to include certain services
in the definition of critical services for pur-
poses of repair, restoration, and replacement
of damaged facilities; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia (for himself,
Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr. PERRY,
and Mr. GAETZ):

H.R. 719. A bill to amend the Labor Man-
agement Relations Act to prohibit neu-
trality agreements, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia (for himself,
Mr. NORMAN, Mr. PERRY, Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr.
GAETZ, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and Mr.
LAMBORN):

H.R. 720. A bill to repeal the wage rate re-
quirements commonly known as the Davis-
Bacon Act; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia (for himself,
Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, and Mr.
WEBER of Texas):
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H.R. 721. A Dbill to amend the Labor-Man-
agement Reporting and Disclosure Act of
1959 to provide whistleblower protection for
union employees; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 722. A bill to decrease dependency on
People’s Republic of China manufacturing
and decrease migration due to lost regional
economic opportunities; to the Committee
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. GROTHMAN (for himself and
Mr. TIFFANY):

H.R. 723. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to require States to in-
clude a photograph on electronic benefit
cards issued to provide supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program benefits; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. BEYER, Ms.
BoNaMICcI, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms. CHU, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas, Ms.

DELBENE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Ms. JACOBS, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr.

LARSEN of Washington, Ms. LEE of
California, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. MATSUI,
Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
MENG, Mr. NADLER, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms.
OMAR, Mr. POCAN, Ms. PORTER, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Ms.
STANSBURY, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr.
TAKANO, Ms. TOKUDA, Ms. BARRAGAN,
and Mr. RASKIN):

H.R. 724. A bill to amend Public Law 115-97
(commonly known as the Tax Cuts and Jobs
Act) to repeal the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge oil and gas program, and to preserve
the Arctic coastal plain of the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, Alaska, as wilderness
in recognition of its extraordinary natural
ecosystems and for the permanent good of
present and future generations of Americans;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. JACKSON of Texas (for himself,

Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. MORAN, and Mr.
BACON):

H.R. 725. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to make grants to cer-
tain border communities for the purpose of
reimbursing such communities for expenses
related to security measures along the
United States land border with Mexico, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security.

By Mrs. McCLAIN (for herself, Mr.
CARTER of Louisiana, Ms. TITUS, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. GARCIA of Illinois,
Ms. MACE, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Mr.
NEGUSE, Mr. DOGGETT, and Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia):

H.R. 726. A bill to amend the Wild Free-
Roaming Horses and Burros Act to direct the
Secretary of the Interior to implement fer-
tility controls to manage populations of wild
free-roaming horses and burros, and to en-
courage training opportunities for military
veterans to assist in range management ac-
tivities, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. MFUME (for himself, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms.
BROWN, Mr. EVANS, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. SEWELL, Mr. BOWMAN,
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
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COHEN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. THANEDAR,
Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Ms. TITUS,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. SCHIFF,
Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. HAYES,
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. PLASKETT,
Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. LEE of California,
Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. BUSH, Mr.
DAvID ScorT of Georgia, Mr.
HORSFORD, Mr. IVEY, Ms. TLAIB, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. JA-
COBS, Mr. NADLER, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr.
SARBANES, Ms. STEVENS, and Ms.
MENG):

H.R. 727. A Dbill to establish a National
Council on African American History and
Culture within the National Endowment for
the Humanities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR (for himself, Mr.
GAETZ, and Mr. BACON):

H.R. 728. A bill to direct the Assistant Sec-
retary of Labor for Veterans’ Employment
and Training to carry out a pilot program on
short-term fellowship programs for veterans;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. GRI-
JALVA):

H.R. 729. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Interior to remove the Emancipation
Memorial from Lincoln Park in the District
of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 730. A bill to amend section 923 of title
18, United States Code, to require an elec-
tronic, searchable database of the importa-
tion, production, shipment, receipt, sale, or
other disposition of firearms; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. GAL-
LAGHER, and Ms. ESH0O0):

H.R. 731. A bill to prohibit certain noncom-
pete agreements, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. POCAN (for himself, Mr.
KHANNA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. DAvVIS of Illinois, Mr.

CARSON, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DOGGETT,
Ms. PORTER, Mr. FROST, Mr. NADLER,
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. DELUZIO,
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. Bow-
MAN, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO):

H.R. 732. A bill to rename the program
under part C of title XVIII of the Social Se-
curity Act, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SHERRILL (for herself, Mr.
KEAN of New Jersey, Mr. SABLAN, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mr. TRONE, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Ms. Ro0sSs, Mr. VAN
DREW, Ms. Lois FRANKEL of Florida,
Ms. HOULAHAN, and Mr. CASTEN):

H.R. 733. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to improve mental health
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care for veterans through the establishment
of a minimum requirement for the number of
Vet Centers per State; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself, Ms.
TENNEY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. BALDERSON,
Mr. BUCK, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. CARTER
of Georgia, Mr. GAETZ, Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS, Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr.
ELLZEY, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. LAMALFA,
and Mr. CARL):

H.R. 734. A Dbill to amend the Education
Amendments of 1972 to provide that for pur-
poses of determining compliance with title
IX of such Act in athletics, sex shall be rec-
ognized based solely on a person’s reproduc-
tive biology and genetics at birth; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Ms. TENNEY, and Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin):

H.R. 735. A Dbill to increase the benefits
guaranteed in connection with certain pen-
sion plans, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. WALBERG:

H.R. 736. A bill to require elementary and
middle schools that receive Federal funds to
obtain parental consent before changing a
minor child’s gender markers, pronouns, or
preferred name on any school form or allow-
ing a child to change the child’s sex-based
accommodations, including locker rooms or
bathrooms; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia (for her-
self, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. CARTER of Georgia,
Mrs. MCBATH, Mr. DAVID ScCOTT of
Georgia, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. POCAN,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. NADLER, Mr. CARSON,
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. DAvis of Illinois, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. CARTER
of Louisiana, Ms. BUSH, and Ms. SE-
WELL):

H.R. 737. A bill to establish the Ralph
David Abernathy, Sr. National Historic Site,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mrs. CAMMACK (for herself, Mr.
KILDEE, Ms. LETLOW, Mr. C. SCOTT
FRANKLIN of Florida, and Mr. HIGGINS
of Liouisiana):

H. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that all direct
and indirect subsidies that benefit the pro-
duction or export of sugar by all major
sugar-producing and -consuming countries
should be eliminated; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. RESCHENTHALER:

H. Res. 84. A resolution electing a Member
to a certain standing committee of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to.

By Ms. TENNEY (for herself, Mr. CAs-
TRO of Texas, Mr. WILSON of South
Carolina, Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. BERA,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. WIL-
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LIAMS of New York, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Ms. OMAR, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. SCHNEIDER, and Ms. KAMLAGER-
DOVE):

H. Res. 85. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the United Nations Security Council should
immediately impose an arms embargo
against the military of Burma; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Ms.
TENNEY, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. BERA, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. COSTA, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. TITUS, Mr. SHERMAN, and Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE):

H. Res. 86. A resolution condemning the
Burmese military for perpetrating gross vio-
lations of human rights as part of its brutal
campaign to suppress the democratic aspira-
tions of the people of Burma, two years after
the coup d’etat on February 1, 2021; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Ways and Means,
the Judiciary, and Financial Services, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H. Res. 87. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Ms. MAN-
NING, Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina,
Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. JACKSON of North
Carolina, Mr. NICKEL, and Ms. ROSS):

H. Res. 88. A resolution recognizing the sig-
nificance of the Greensboro Four sit-in dur-
ing Black History Month; to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BIGGS (for himself, Mr. DUN-
CAN, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. CLOUD, Ms. GREENE of Geor-
gia, Mr. CRANE, Mrs. BOEBERT, Mr.
OGLES, Mr. PoSEY, Mr. GAETZ, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. CLYDE, Ms. MACE, Ms.
TENNEY, Mr. GooD of Virginia, Mr.
PERRY, Mr. BURLISON, Mr. BABIN, Mr.
ROSENDALE, Mr. NEHLS, Mrs. LESKO,
Mr. ZINKE, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. FALLON, Mr. STEUBE,
Mr. JACKSON of Texas, and Mr. HERN):

H. Res. 89. A resolution impeaching
Alejandro Nicholas Mayorkas, Secretary of
Homeland Security, for high crimes and mis-
demeanors; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. CLOUD (for himself, Mr.
McCAUL, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of
Texas, Mr. CRENSHAW, Ms. GARCIA of
Texas, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. GREEN of
Texas, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. HUNT, Mr.
FALLON, Ms. DE LA CRrRUZ, Mr.
LUTTRELL, Mr. BABIN, Mr. NEHLS, Mr.
SELF, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. ROY,
Mr. MORAN, Mr. PFLUGER, Mr. JACK-
SON of Texas, Mr. BURGESS, Ms. VAN
DUYNE, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. ARRINGTON,
Mr. ALLRED, Mr. CARTER of Texas,
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. GOODEN of Texas,
Ms. GRANGER, Mr. CASTRO of Texas,
and Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas):

H. Res. 90. A resolution demanding that
the Government of the People’s Republic of
China and the Communist Party of China
immediately release Mark Swidan; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FEENSTRA (for himself, Mrs.
MILLER-MEEKS, Mrs. HINSON, and Mr.
NUNN of Iowa):

H. Res. 91. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of February 1, 2023, as
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“George Washington Carver Day’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Accountability.

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, private
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 738. A bill for the relief of Mykhaylo
Gnatyuk and Melnik Gnatyuk; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 739. A bill for the relief of Tetyana
Zvarychuk; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 740. A bill for the relief of Igor
Klyuchenko; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

—————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS

Pursuant to clause 7(c)(1) of rule XII
and Section 3(c) of H. Res. 5 the fol-
lowing statements are submitted re-
garding (1) the specific powers granted
to Congress in the Constitution to
enact the accompanying bill or joint
resolution and (2) the single subject of
the bill or joint resolution.

By Ms. UNDERWOOD:

H.R. 694.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

The single subject of this legislation is:

Family and Medical Leave

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO:

H.R. 695.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Amendment X to the Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Aviation.

By Mr. CALVERT:

H.R. 696.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this Legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out

The single subject of this legislation is:

This legislation would establish a single,
unique ZIP code for Eastvale California

By Ms. TLAIB:

H.R. 697.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution.

The single subject of this bill is:

Civil Rights

By Mr. CICILLINE:

H.R. 698.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Legislation to prohibit the sale, transfer,
manufacture, and importation of semiauto-
matic weapons.

By Mr. ALLEN:

H.R. 699.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution
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The single subject of this legislation is:
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act
By Mr. ARRINGTON:

H.R. 700.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

a tax relief measure.

By Mr. BANKS:

H.R. 701.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress).

The single subject of this legislation is:

Restricts the appointment of certain mili-
tary personel to diversity, equity, and inclu-
sion positions.

By Mr. HORSFORD:

H.R. 702.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution of the United States

The single subject of this legislation is:

Housing

By Mrs. BEATTY:

H.R. 703.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

The single subject of this legislation is:

Education

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 704.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, clause 18

The single subject of this legislation is:

Medicare

By Mr. BOST:

H.R. 705.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution, which states ‘‘[t]Jhe Congress
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, du-
ties, imposts and excises, to pay the debts
and provide for the common defense and gen-
eral welfare of the United States; but all du-
ties, imposts and excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States”

The single subject of this legislation is:

Second Amendment related due process
rights for VA beneficiares with fiducaries.

By Ms. BROWN:

H.R. 706.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section VIII

The single subject of this legislation is:

To improve child nutrition.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 707.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

agricultural conservation

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 708.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Agricultural conservation

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 709.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.
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The single subject of this legislation is:

This Muhammad Ali Congressional Gold
Medal act will award Muhammad Ali with
the Congressional Gold Medal

By Mr. CASE:

H.R. 710.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Establishing a National Commission on
Fiscal Responsibility and Reform charged
with producing recommendations, subject to
expedited legislative procedures, to stabilize
the nation’s fiscal outlook.

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida:

H.R. T11.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution provides Congress with the author-
ity to ‘“‘provide for the common Defense and
general Welfare’’ of Americans.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Eliminate Junk Plans

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 712.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: ‘“To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

To reimburse states for funds spent car-
rying out federal responsibilities.

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 713.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: “To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

To provide federal government with en-
hanced tools to go after transnational crimi-
nal cartels that illegally smuggle drugs and
people into the United States.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:

H.R. 714.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

The single subject of this legislation is:

Feral swine

By Mr. FITZPATRICK:

H.R. 715.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII, Clause 18

The single subject of this legislation is:

Background Checks

By Mr. GARAMENDI:

H.R. 716.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1, Section 8, Article I of the U.S.
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

To provide for cost-of-living increases for
certain Federal benefits programs based on
increases in the Consumer Price Index for
the elderly.

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas:

H.R. 717.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Artcle 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Immigration B B

By Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON:

H.R. 718.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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The Congress has the power to enact this
legislation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clauses 1 and 18 of the U.S. Constitution,
which provide as follows:

-The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defense and general Welfare of the United
States;

The single subject of this legislation is:

Amendment to the definition of critical
services eligible for specified recovery fund-
ing.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia:

H.R. 719.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Allowing employers to contract with em-
ployees and labor unions as they see fit.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia:

H.R. 720.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Repealing the Davis-Bacon law requiring
the federal government to pay the ‘‘pre-
vailing wage.”’

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia:

H.R. 721.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Providing whistleblower protections for
union workers.

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 722.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To nearshore manufacturing in the West-
ern Hemisphere to reduce dependency on the
People’s Republic of China and to decrease
illegal immigration.

By Mr. GROTHMAN:

H.R. 723.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Welfare

By Mr. HUFFMAN:

H.R. 724.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2: The Con-
gress shall have Power to dispose of and
make all needful Rules and Regulations re-
specting the Territory or other Property be-
longing to the United States.

The single subject of this legislation is:

To protect the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge

By Mr. JACKSON of Texas:

H.R. 725.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Border Security

By Mrs. MCCLAIN:

H.R. 726.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend the Wild Free-Roaming Horses
and Burros Act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to implement fertility controls to
manage populations of wild free-roaming
horses and burros.

By Mr. MFUME:

H.R. 727.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; Article I,
Section 8, Clause 18

The single subject of this legislation is:

Humanities

By Mr. MOOLENAAR:

H.R. 728.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to Article I, section 8 of the
United States Constitution, Congress has the
power to ‘‘provide for the common Defense
and general Welfare of the United State.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

The ‘‘Veterans Fellowship Act’’ directs the
Assistant Secretary of Labor for Veterans
Employment and Training to carry out a
pilot program to allow states to use grants
or contracts to carry out a short-term fel-
lowship program for veterans. The pilot pro-
gram would allow veterans to participate as
fellows with an employer for a maximum of
20 weeks, receive a monthly stipend, and
have the opportunity for long-term employ-
ment.

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 729.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

to require the Secretary of the Interior to
remove the Emancipation Memorial in Lin-
coln Park in the District of Columbia.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 730.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8 of the
United States Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Law enforcement and crime prevention.

By Mr. PETERS:

H.R. 731.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Economy

By Mr. POCAN:

H.R. 732.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

The single subject of this legislation is:

Medicare

By Ms. SHERRILL:

H.R. 733.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 16 of section 8 of article I of the
U.S. Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

This legislation will is intended to bring
additional mental health care for veterans
through expanding access to Vet Center re-
adjustment counseling locations.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 734.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Expanding protections for women in sports
under Title IX.

By Mr. TURNER:

H.R. 735.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To increase the benefits guaranteed in con-
nection with certain pension plans
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By Mr. WALBERG:

H.R. 736.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

To require elementary and middle schools
that receive Federal funds to obtain parental
consent before changing a minor child’s gen-
der markers, pronouns, or preferred name on
any school form or allowing a child to
change the child’s sex-based accommoda-
tions, including locker rooms or bathrooms.

By Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia:

H.R. 737.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Establishing an unit of the National Park
System to preserve, protect, and interpret
for the benefit of present and future genera-
tions through legislation.

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 738.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution: To make all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the powers enumerated under section
8 and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Immigration: Private Bill

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 739.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution: To make all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the powers enumerated under section
8 and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Immigration: Private Bill

By Mr. DAVIS of Il1linois:

H.R. 740.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution: To make all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the powers enumerated under section
8 and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Immigration: Private Bill

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 82: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
PAYNE, Mrs. PELTOLA, and Ms. TLAIB.

H.R. 140: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 163: Mrs. KiM of California and Mr.
CALVERT.

H.R. 171:

H.R. 208:

H.R. 234:

H.R. 239:

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

FINSTAD.

SLOTKIN.

JACKSON of North Carolina.
CARTER of Louisiana.

H.R. 253: Ms. STEVENS.

H.R. 263: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 294: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. SWALWELL, Ms.
T1TUS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PHILLIPS, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Ms. BROWN, Mr. LIEU,
Ms. OMAR, Ms. TOKUDA, and Mr. HIMES.
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H.R. 344: Mr. BRECHEEN.

H.R. 3563: Mr. C. ScOTT FRANKLIN of Florida.

H.R. 354: Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 396: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms.
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. MOULTON, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. DAvVIS of Illinois, Mr. DoG-
GETT, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and Ms. STE-
VENS.

H.R. 406: Ms. SALAZAR.

H.R. 421: Mr. HUNT.

H.R. 432: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 451: Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr.
BAIRD, Mr. EDWARDS, and Ms. HAGEMAN.

H.R. 475: Mr. ALLRED, Ms. STRICKLAND, and
Ms. SEWELL.

H.R. 488: Mr.

H.R. 494:
HARSHBARGER.

H.R. 508: Ms.

H.R. 525: Mr.

H.R. 562: Mr.

H.R. 563: Ms. SEWELL.

H.R. 566: Mr. JACKSON of Texas.

H.R. 603: Mrs. FISCHBACH and Mr. ALLRED.

H.R. 613: Mr. GREEN of Texas and Mr.
THANEDAR.

H.R. 644: Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ.

H.R. 645: Ms. LEE of California.

H.R. 648: Ms. SPANBERGER.

H.R. 659: Mr. TAKANO and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 660: Mr. LANDSMAN, Ms. PELOSI, Mrs.
TORRES of California, Mr. TORRES of New
York, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. TRONE, Ms. UNDER-
WOoOD, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WEXTON,
Ms. WILsON of Florida, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr.
MRVAN, Mr. CASE, Mr. CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of

MANN.

Mr. STEUBE and Mrs.
DE LA CRUZ.
DOGGETT.

SELF.
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Florida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. CHU, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CoNNOLLY, Mr. CORREA, Mr.
CosTA, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. CROW, Ms. DAVIDS
of Kansas, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. DEAN of
Pennsylvania, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. DELBENE,
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESCOBAR,
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS, Mrs. FLETCHER,
Mr. FOSTER, Ms. LoIs FRANKEL of Florida,
Mr. FROST, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, Ms. GARCIA of Texas,
Mr. GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms. NOR-

TON, Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Mr. IVEY, Ms. JACOBS, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms.

KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING,
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. KIM of New Jersey, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs. LEE
of Nevada, Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ, Mr. LEVIN,
Mr. LIEU, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs.
McBATH, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
MENG, Mr. MFUME, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. MORELLE,
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. NEAL, Mr.
NEGUSE, Mr. NICKEL, Mr. NORCROSS, Ms.
OCASIO-CORTEZ, Ms. OMAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
PETTERSEN, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms. PINGREE, Mr.
POCAN, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
RASKIN, Ms. R0Oss, Mr. RuUIZ, Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. SALINAS, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCANLON, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. ScOTT of
Virginia, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Ms.
SEWELL, Ms. SCHOLTEN, Ms. SHERRILL, Ms.
SLOTKIN, Mr. SO0TO, Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr.
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SMITH of Washington, Ms. STANSBURY, Ms.
STEVENS, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr. SWALWELL,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
Ms. TiTus, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. ADAMS, Mr.
ALLRED, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BARRAGAN,
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BERA, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Mr. BOWMAN, Mr. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania, Ms. BROWN, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms.
BUDZINSKI, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
CARTER of Louisiana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and
Mr. CASAR.

H.R. 670: Mr. RYAN.

H.R. 676: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER and Mr.
PANETTA.

H.R. 683: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. JACKSON of
Texas.

H.J. Res. 7: Mrs. FISCHBACH and Mr. FER-
GUSON.

H.J. Res. 11: Mr. LUTTRELL, Mr. COLLINS,
Mr. STRONG, Mr. CISCOMANI, and Mr. HUDSON.

H.J. Res. 18: Ms. DE LA CRUZ.

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. DELUZIO.

H. Res. 33: Ms. SHERRILL.

H. Res. 39: Mr. BABIN, Mr. JACKSON of
Texas, Mr. POSEY, Mr. BUCHANAN, and Ms.
VAN DUYNE.

H. Res. 72: Mrs. KM of California.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H. Res. 29: Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Flor-
ida.
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